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The Planet
Fall 1995
The Endangered 
Species Act: 
Screaming for 
Justice
Editoml
"UKe Species jAc+s Ou»» DecIaKQ+ioiA fo>* X^Keir 1^i0K+s
n November 1, 1995, activ­
ists representing 20 
national and 450 local 
groups presented an En­
vironmental Bill of 
Rights to Congress in­
sisting our representa­
tives preserve rather 
than disembowel our 
environment. The 
document contained ap­
proximately 40 demands 
to be implemented to en­
sure a healthy environ­
ment. More than one million 
Americans signed this bill of 
rights.
People care about our natural world and yet, as I 
write this, both the House and the Senate have a hand­
ful of bills proposing to gut our nation’s most impor­
tant piece of environmental legislation: the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA).
We need the ESA. This law protects us in count­
less ways. By safeguarding the grizzly bear, the ESA 
ensures our habitat is sound. Wetlands and forests fil­
ter our drinking water. Thousands of people in the fish­
ing industry rely on the ESA to protect the salmon for 
their livelihoods. And more than half of all prescrip­
tion drugs are derived or synthesized from natural 
sources. The ESA may be guarding a cure for cancer. 
Despite all the benefits we gain from the act, the ESA 
is not about us.
It is not about leaving an array of animals like an 
extended zoo for our children. It is not even about pre­
serving jobs or private property.
The ethic which led to the ESA of 1973 was fi­
nally about them — about the billions of other living 
plants and animals which co-exist with us on this car- 
traversed, clear-cut, concrete-laden planet. The ESA is 
the first law to recognize Homo Sapiens as part of an 
interconnected community. It is our declaration for their 
rights. They too have the right to life, liberty and the 
pursuit of ideal habitat.
Some people criticize the ESA for being too re­
strictive and yet, according to the World Wildlife Fund, 
only 18 of the 71,560 development projects evaluated 
under the ESA have been blocked. That is one-tenth of 
one percent! The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service re­
ported that of the 106 species listed from 1968 to 1973, 
58 percent are stable or increasing in number. Only
seven of the 909 threatened and endangered species 
listed have become extinct.
Though the statistics are encouraging, the seven 
species that have gone extinct signify weaknesses in 
the act. The ESA needs to continue to keep up with our 
scientific awareness of how to best protect other life 
forms. Ecosystem management should replace our spe- 
cies-by-species approach. It is not time to pat ourselves 
on the back for our efforts yet. Obviously we have a 
long way to go. We must relinquish some of our selfish 
pursuits for the long-term good of earth’s linked com­
munity (plants and animals included).
The Young/Pombo Bill, one of the anti-ESA bills, 
was passed through the House Resources Committee 
in October 1995. But the door is still open; Speaker of 
the House Gingrich has said he will not support the 
Young/Pombo Bill, and Congress is starting to realize 
the American public does not tag the welfare of the 
environment onto party affiliations.
The fall issue of The Planet is centered around the 
ESA because there is still time to save this vital envi­
ronmental law. The Planet is split into six sections this 
quarter: Understanding the ESA; Washington Speeies 
on the Brink; The Opposition; Related Issues; The Hu­
man Factor; and a Book Review.
Understanding the ESA delves into the Endangered 
Species Act as it stands by interpreting the convoluted 
law, summarizing its history and looking into a contro­
versial amendment to the law. Washington Species on 
the Brink gives the reader a character summary of en­
dangered and threatened species and a profile of the 
salmon crisis along the Columbia River.
The Opposition explores the implications of the 
Young/Pombo Bill and provides an interesting sketch 
of the players and principles backing the bill. Related 
Issues contains a host of articles relevant to other agen­
cies or laws impacting or impacted by the ESA.
The Human Factor gives the controversy a face by 
introducing us to people who believe and fight for the 
ESA as well as those who oppose and battle against the 
act. The Book Review offers further ESA reading op­
tions.
We hope by writing these articles we will encour­
age a few more people to care enough to join the 
struggle to save and ultimately strengthen the ESA.
DeAnna Woolston 
Editor
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Understanding the ESA
by Alexandra Etheridge
T
he Endangered Species Act is a warning light that pro­
tects nature from our own short sightedness,” said 
Melanie Rowland, a conservation biology professor 
at the University of Washington. This is a clear statement 
derived from a very confusing piece of legislation.
Few individuals have taken the time to read through the 
act and even fewer are able to decipher its bureaucratic lan­
guage. However, understanding the law is vital if we are to 
halt the damaging reformations that it currently &ces.
The stated purposes of the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) are “to provide a means whereby the eco^stems «qx>n 
which endangered species and threatened species depend 
may be conserved, [and] to provide a program for [their] 
conservation.”
W^th these purposes in mind, the first step to protect­
ing a species under the act is to get it 
listed as endangered or threatened.
According to the act, an endan­
gered species is any species in danger 
of extinction throughout all or a signifi­
cant portion of its range. A threatened 
species is any species that is likely to 
become endangered within the foresee­
able future throughout all or a signifi­
cant portion of its range.
Listing Process: Individuals or 
organizations such as the Endangered 
Species Coalition or the Northwest Eco­
system Alliance m^ file a petition to 
the govermnent requesting that a species be listed as either 
endangered or threatened. The petition must be presented, 
with a sufficient amount of research and data, to either the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).
NMFS would deal with such species as king salmon and 
USFWS would deal with species that are animals and plants 
like the bald eagle and the Pacific yew tree.
The agency then has 90 days to summarize its recom­
mendations and corrunents. From there, one of four things 
can happen;
(1) The species in question will be designated as a cat­
egory I candidate species. This is a ^recies for which there is 
enough information presented to list it, but there is not enough 
money or persormel to carry out the formal listing.
(2) The species could be designated as a category n can­
didate species. A category II species is one for which there 
is not enough data and information to decidedly list it.
(3) It may be decided that the petition is not warranted 
and nothing is to be done. This must occur within one year.
(4) If, after no more than a year, the petition is found to 
be warranted, the species in question is formally listed as 
endangered or threatened under the Act. The finding is then 
published in the Federal Register.
The biggest problem seen in the listing process is that 
more than 4,000 species are found to be candidate species 
and, therefore, th^ are not formally protected under the act. 
An amendment was passed in 1988 stating that candidate 
species are to be monitored and that they may be listed if it 
is seen to be an emergency situation.
“Our responsibility is to monitor candidate species to
see which need to be moved up 
to being listed,” said Jim 
Michaels, the endangered spe­
cies coordinator for the 
USFWS in Olympia.
He has been working 
with category II species and 
agencies like the Bureau of 
Land Management and the U. S. 
Forest Service in Eastern Wash­
ington.
“We try to get the 
agency to carry out conserva­
tion measures to enhance spe­
cies populations and to reduce impact on them,” he said.
Michaels is an important link between survival and ex­
tinction for some candidate species. Unfortunately, the 1988 
amendment is the only tool in the ESA that can be used to 
protect such species. Some people feel that stronger legisla­
tion for the protection of candidate species is needed.
Applications of the act: Once listed as endangered or 
threatened, a species is protected by a number of rules de­
scribed in section 9 of the act as well as by regulations es­
tablished by federal agencies. Section 9 prohibits the “tak­
ing” of any listed species.
Taking is defined as “to harass, harm, pursue, himt, 
shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, collect, or attempt to en­
gage in any such conduct” Additionally, the parts and prod­
ucts of any endangered or threatened species may not be 
imported, exported or sold.
The marbled murrelet, listed in 1992,
shares habitat with the spotted owl.
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Maiy Jane Lavin is a special agent for the USFWS in 
Bellingham. She recalls a time when she had to enforce the 
ESA and a fine was involved. A photographer was harass­
ing an endangered piping plover in the state of Michigan 
where she lived at the time.
“I confronted him and issued him a ticket for about 
$300.00,” she said.
Under section 11 of the Act, a person who violates any 
of the laws stated in section nine can go to prison for up to a 
year and/or pay a fine of up to $20,000.
Sections 9 and 11 are not the only parts of the ESA to 
cover the rules and applications. According to section 5, the 
USFWS or the NMFS can acquire land or water to carry out 
conservation programs. The agency is authorized to acquire 
by purchase, donation, or otherwise, lands, waters or inter­
est therein.
Sections 6 and 7 outline the way states are to work to­
gether and the manner in which federal agencies are to coq>- 
erate with one another as they strive to conserve a species.
Section 7 states that actions authorized, fimded, or car­
ried out by federal agencies should not jeopardize the con­
tinued existence of such endangered and threatened species 
or result in the destruction or modification of their habitat.
Additionally, a 1978 amendment was passed requiring 
critical habitats to be listed, and therefore protected, along 
with thdr corresponding species.
Recently, the critical habitat of the spotted owl has been 
the subject of much controversy in the Northwest. Conflict 
erupted when there was a court ruling that the owl would be 
jeopardized under both section 7 and the 1978 amendment 
if logging of old growth forests continued.
“We’ll be up to om neck in owls and every millworker 
will be out of a job,” former President Bush said as he cam­
paigned in 1992. Despite such claims few actual jobs were 
lost. Fortunately, section 7 and its applications prevailed in 
this case and the owl remained protected.
Another application of the act is the recovery plan. As 
one of the purposes the act, a recovery plan must be de­
signed and maintained for each endangered species.
The states and the USFWS, as well as the NMFS, coop­
erate to come up with a plan to get a listed species back up to 
a healthy population and into a healthy ecosystem.
Currently, the government is being criticized for the re­
covery plans it has come up with for salmon in the North­
west. Environmentalists say the salmon recovery plans do 
not address the fact 
that dams continue to 
inhibit the spawning 
process and to de­
stroy salmon habitat 
(See article on page 
10).
On the other hand, 
the recovery and con­
servation i^an for the 
marbled murrelet was 
released this August 
and received warmly 
by all sides. The plan set aside the same forests seen as criti­
cs habitat for the spc^ted owl, thus no new land would be 
ofTlimits to loggers and developers. Because the spotted owl 
and the marbled murrelet share the same ecosystem, they 
are both likely to receive the benefits of more public atten­
tion and awareness.
The money for protection plans comes mostly from the 
federal government. The state govermnent of the affected 
area also provides funding. Usually a committee of biolo­
gists together with Fish and Wildlife Service officials are as­
signed to the task of coming up with a plan.
Excqitions to the rules and applications of the ESA, such 
as habitat conservation plans and the “(jod Committee,” are 
outlined in Section 10 (See articles on pages four and six).
Whether you are a worker in a lumber mill or an environ­
mental science student, the ESA as a law can be seen to have 
some conflicts of interest. Some questions to be confronted 
are: How can we make the ESA work for all citizens of this 
country and, more importantly, how can we still have it work 
for the first citizens of this country, the species themselves? 
Petrie from all sides of the issue are going to have to work 
together to come up with complete answers.
"The Endangered 
Species Act is a 
warning light that 
protects nature 
from our own short­
sightedness. "
- Melanie Rowland
How A Bill Becomes A Law
The proposed legislation receives an official number and is as­
signed to the appropriate commit­
tee and subcommittee. It is now a 
“bill.”
• The bill is considered in sub­
committee and if passed, then 
in committee. Amendments 
can be added at this time. Most 
bills are “killed” in the subcom­
mittee or committee.
• If the bill passes in committee
it goes to the “floor.” Amendments 
can still be added. The bill is de­
bated and voted on the entire 
txxfy. If the bill is not passed it is 
killed.
If the bill passes, it is referred to the 
other body where it goes through 
the committee process. If the bill is 
not passed by the second body it 
iskiUed.
If passed the second bo<fy, the 
bill goes to a conference commit­
tee where members of both 
chambers work out the differ­
ences. Ifthe bill passes the con­
ference it goes to the White 
House for the president’s sig­
nature.
If the president signs the bill it 
becomes law. If not, the bill is 
either dropped, passed as a 
“override” with a two-thirds 
vote in both chambers or starts 
over in a new (Congress.
- Sean Cosgrove
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Undersiandii^ the ESA
Predecessors of the ESA
The following laws represent 
the beginning of federal juris­
diction over wildlife and led to 
subsequent endangered spe­
cies protections.
The Lacey Act of1900 - prohib­
ited interstate commerce in­
volving wild animals or birds 
killed in violation of state game 
laws.
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
of 1918 - declared migratory 
birds to be within the custody 
and protection of the federal 
government; prohibited their 
hunting except in accord with 
federal regulations.
The Fish and Wildlife Coordina­
tion Act of 1934 - authorized 
investigations to determine the 
effects of pollution on wildlife; 
required consultation with the 
Bureau of Fisheries before 
construction of any dam.
Endangered Species Preserva­
tion Act of 1966 - authorized 
funding for habitat preserva­
tion and organized existing ref­
uges into a National Wildlife 
Refuge System.
Endangered Species Conserva­
tion Act of1969- created a list 
of species threatened with 
worldwide extinction and pro­
hibited importation of these 
species; extended protection to 
include reptiles, amphibians, 
mollusks, and crustaceans; 
called for an international con­
ference on the conservation of 
endangered species.
The Convention on Interna­
tional Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and 
Flora, March 3, 1973 - 
brought more than 80 
nations to Washington, D.C. 
to sign this international 
agreement.
one Step lorwarh,
by Cindy Hobbs
The year is 1973. The Vietnam War has ended, the economy is booming, but all 
is not well. Americans read the daily headlines in horror: Baby Harp Seals Slaugh­
tered in Newfoundland... Gray Whale Nears Extinction ... DDT Responsible for 
Decline of Bald Eagles... Fur Market Drives Spotted Cats to Extinction.
President Nixon calls for a new conservation, and the nation listens. Numer­
ous animals worldwide are on the verge of extinction due to exploitation and habi­
tat destruction. The awareness that human activities are decimating whole species 
is sinking into our collective conscience.
Survival or Bctinction
Headline from ^i{« ^nrk Steptember 23,1973
T
he Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 was the culmination of growing 
public sentiment in favor of wildlife protectioa The authors of the 1973actset 
out not only to remedy the shortcomings of previous acts but also to make a 
bold collective statement of moral and legal conviction regarding endangered species.
A consortiiun of groups lobbied for a strong endangered species act: scientists 
concerned about the integrity of ecosystems and tfie loss of biodiversity, animal rights 
activists urging ethical treatment of all animals, and conservationists stressing the long 
term implications for the future of humankind. Science and ethics merged in congres­
sional hearings as legislators simultaneously discussed scientific evidence and moral 
considerations.
Lewis Regenstein was national director of the Fund for Animals at the time and 
testified before both houses. As he recalls, the opposition to the act did not come 
from those we woidd expect, such as the timber industry, but from special interests 
like the zoo lobby. Safari Club International and furriers. These groups did not want 
restrictions put on the capture and importation of endangered species from other 
countries.
Aside from cattle and sheep ranchers, protection of endangered species within 
the United States didn’t raise much concern. The ranchers were outraged at the thought 
that they would no longer be able to shoot wolves on sight.
The ESA was replete with changes. The previous law had defined an endangered 
species as one threatened with “worldwide extinction.” The act covered animals im­
periled in all or “a significant portion” of their range. It extended protection to sub­
species and even isolated populations. Legal protection finally included all species; 
for the first time, plants were included on the endangered species list. We had come a 
long way from the days of merely protecting game animals.
Ttie Darter arxj the Dam
Headline from piauJffnjgtan Pmt, June 19, 1978
The first major challenge to the ESA came in 1976 with the infamous Tellico 
Dam controversy. The construction (£ Tellico Dam on the Little Tennessee River was 
halted by the listing of an obscure fish, the snail darter, as an endangered species.
In Tennessee Valley Authority v. Hill, the Supreme Court ruled in favor of the 
snail darter, stating in the majority opinion that “the plain language of the act, but­
tressed by its legislative histoty, shows clearly that Congress viewed the value of 
endangered species as incalcul^le.”
The press sided with the Tennessee \^lty Authority (TVA) against protecting 
the snail darter, running stories about an obscure three-inch minnow that had halted a 
$ 120-milUon dam project.
What the press didn’t bother to report was that local residents had already chal­
lenged the project as unsound for other reasons. The valley it would flood was a 
productive farming area, and the river was the last free-flowing stretch of water in the 
region. Even a TVA study found it would be more profitable to leave the valley
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unflooded. Continued agricultural production alone would 
yield nearly twice the economic benefit that the completed 
project would. The valley was also a sacred and historic place 
to the Cherokee Indians.
Despite these arguments and the Supreme Court deci­
sion, TVA and Tennessee legislators refiised to give up. A 
heated attack on the ESA and extensive hearings in Con­
gress to amend it followed. The resulting 1978 amendments 
established the Endangered Species Conunittee, a seven- 
member committee of high-ranking federal officials. Com­
monly referred to as the “God Committee,” it has the power 
to decide to withhold protections and allow an endangered 
species to go extinct.
The “God Committee” 
was immediately convened to 
decide the fate of the snail 
darter. To the dismay of Ten­
nessee Congressman John 
Duncan, the committee ruled 
unanimously in favor of the 
snail darter. One member of 
the Committee, Secretary of 
Interior Cecil Andrus, com­
mented, “Frankly, I hate to see 
the snail darter get the credit 
for delaying a project that was 
so ill-conceived and uneco­
nomic in the first place.”
This should have been the happy ending, but there’s no 
stopping a congressman with a pork barrel project. Wily 
Congressman Duncan managed to get his dam ffirough as 
an add-on, or rider, to an unrelated public works bill. Not 
only was the snail darter’s habitat destroyed, but, according 
to L^wis Regenstein, “It put 500 farm families out of work.”
Since the Tellico Dam conflict, the U.S. Fish and Wild­
life Service (USFWS) has been hesitant to challenge devel­
opment projects. They have delayed many species listings 
to allow projects to be completed first. In conflicts with al­
ready lis^ q>ecies, USFWS employees have been pressured 
into “no jeopardy” findings.
Two USFWS biologists in Arizona, for example, have 
testified that they were instructed to find that the construc­
tion of an observatory in the Mount Graham red squirrel’s 
only habitat would not jeopardize it. In 1989, the Govern­
ment Accounting Office found that USFWS had refused to 
list the northern spotted owl in part due to political pressure 
from Interior Department officials worried about effects on 
the Northwest’s timber industry.
Those concerned with species protection find themselves 
in a catch-22 situation: If the agencies do not enforce the 
law, the law is worthless; if the agencies do enforce the law. 
Congress rewrites it to circumvent them.
Enforcement problems are not the only factor under­
mining the ESA. TTie money appropriated to USFWS to pro­
tect and recover species has been less than the Agriculture 
Department’s Beef Promotion and Research Board spends 
on advertising to promote beef consumption. It is also less
than the federal goverrunent spends to build one mile of ur­
ban highway.
Since passage of the ESA in 1973, Congress has consis­
tently underfunded it. Wthout adequate funding, studies 
carmot be completed to list candidate species, and recovery 
plans carmot be developed or implemented. The law carmot 
accomplish what it was meant to do.
Congress made more changes to the ESA in 1982 to 
“alleviate economic hardships caused by species protection 
on private land.” This was accomplished through the estab­
lishment of habitat conservation plans (HCPs) which allow 
for “incidental take.” This means that if the landowner puts
together a plan for protecting a 
species on part of his property, 
he can leg^ly “take” individu­
als on the rest of his property 
(See article, page 6). Thus an­
other compromise was written 
into the law at the expense of 
the species it was designed to 
protect.
The taking of endangered 
g- species on private lands has be- 
^ come the most controversial 
g part of the ESA. Taking was de- 
^ fined in the act as to “harass, 
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, 
wound, kill, trap, capture or col­
lect.” The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service interpreted the am­
biguous term “harm” to include “significant habitat modifi­
cation or degradation where it actually kills or injures wild­
life ...” They have used this regulation to establish critical 
habitat for listed species on private property.
In a recent Supreme Court case. Sweet Home Chapter 
V. Babbitt^ property owners challenged the agency’s inter­
pretation of ham. The court ruled that the regulation was in 
line with the intent of the law, recognizing that habitat pro­
tection is vital to the recovery of a species.
ITie Endangered Species Act Attack
Headline from May 14, 1995
The year is 1995. Our most progressive law is facing 
its greatest challenge yet. Americans * dissatisfaction with 
their government and the economy is causing a backlash 
against environmental ethics. As Lewis Regenstein said, 
**You can *t have a healthy environment without a healthy 
economy. If a family doesn t have any idea where their next 
meal is coming from, they aren t going to care about sav- 
ing the wolf. ”
But doing the right thing is not always easy. The En­
dangered Species Act asks that we temper growth and de­
velopment with concern for other species. It expresses the 
radical notion that humans are not the only residents of 
this planet who deserve the right to exist. The passage of 
the ESA was a step in the right direction on the pathway of 
moral progression. A careful look into the past can help us 
continue on the right path into the future.
The gray wolf was one of the first species listed 
(photo taken at Woodland Park Zoo).
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Saarching For Certainty: Habitat Coneervation Planning
by Elissa Torres
Understanditilg the £$A
C
ompromise; Find a middle ground. Give and take. 
Strike a balance. Trade-off. Make concessions. Lay 
open to danger. Jeopardize. Imperil.
Webster could not have written a better description for 
a little-used option added to the ESA the 1982 Amend­
ments. Section 10(a) of the act enables the U.S. Fish and 
>\^ldlife Service (USFWS) to grant incidental take permits 
for endangered or threatened species.
When land owners and resource developers use this 
option, compromise is precisely what they’re doing. Inci­
dental take permits create a loophole in species protection 
legislation, exempting the holder, within limits, from “take” 
as defined by the ESA.
To get a permit, a land owner must prepare a satis&c- 
toiy habitat conservation plan (HCP).
HCPs are volun­
tary agreements be­
tween the USFWS and 
a land owner whose 
land is home to endan­
gered species. The plans 
specify how much habi­
tat and species protec­
tion the land owner will 
provide in return for a 
permit. Land owners 
may then go about de­
veloping other portions 
of their land.
Though HCPs 
have few guidelines, 
th^ must at least de­
scribe the impacts that 
will result from the inci­
dental take, how they 
will minimize such im­
pacts, how the applicant will fund the plan, alternative ac­
tions and the reasons for not choosing them.
The USFWS will only issue an incidental take permit if 
the applicant demonstrates that any takes will be uninten­
tional side-effects to otherwise lawful activity. The plan must 
not substantially reduce listed species’ recovery and survival 
in the wild.
“This is cutting edge stuff,” said Charles Raines of 
Seattle’s Checkerboard Project, a group dedicated to pro­
tecting the checkerboard area between the North and South 
Cascades. “Only in the last couple of years has there been 
any serious attempt to put HCPs together on large blocks of 
land.” Raines’ work with the Checkerboard Project includes 
finding ways to rearrange land ownership to optimize eco­
system protection. The checkerboard area is divided into al­
ternating, square-mile sections of Natiorutl Forests, state and 
municipal I^d, and private land. The Checkerboard Project 
tries to come up with complimentary management plans for 
public and private lands.
Raines said HCPs are new; notxxfy has much experi­
ence in preparing or monitoring them. Ife added that no proof 
yet exists that they work. An ideal HCP would take a multi­
species, or ecosystem, approach to habitat protection. A poor 
HCP would lack flexibilify in the &ce of changing regula­
tions and would have no provisions for newly listed species. 
Plans may extend for many decades and be subject to agency 
review at set intervals, but how far they may be modified 
depends on how a plan is written.
Animals that rely on late-successional (or old growth) 
f(H^ are at special risk because these areas are also the most
economically valu­
able. We no longer 
have enough old 
growth left on public 
land to successfully 
recover endangered 
populations of wild­
life.
“You can’t put all 
the responsibilify on 
pubUc lands and then 
nuke the private 
lands,” Raines said. 
“It doesn’t work.” If 
an HCP allows most 
of a site’s old growth 
to be logged early in 
the plan, only the land 
owner would benefit. 
This type of habitat is 
centuries in the mak­
ing — time that some species just don’t have.
Land owners and public agencies turn to HCPs for dif­
ferent reasons. The agencies work for the public to preserve 
critical areas. Land owners need a way to ensure they can 
continue to make money off their properfy. “They want to 
stabilize their situation as much as they can,” Raines said. 
“It’s the certainty that’s driving them.”
Today’s uncertain political climate has acted as a cata­
lyst for Northwest land owners to develop HCPs. Perhaps 
fire most significant plan underway is Plum Creek Timber 
Company’s HCP. Plum Creek owns a substantial amount of 
land in the checkerboard area along the 1-90 corridor. Mth- 
out habitat protection on Plum Creek land, the ortly link be­
tween the North and South d!ascades would be severed. 
Midlife would be left without a bridge between essential
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Checkerboard Pattern of Ownership: Plum Creeks HCP will deter­
mine the fate of the North and South Cascades* only link
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Features of Plum Creek's HCP
Covers 169,177 acres alon^ Groups species by breeding and Relies on the Forest Service to
the 1-90 corridor feeding habitat provide adequate nesting.
Accompanies incidental take Reflects a multi-species. roosting and foraging habitat
permits for spotted owl, ecosystem approach for species survival
marbled murrelet, frizzly Emphasizes watersheds and Determines the fate of the only
bear & ^ray wolf on Plum riparian area protection link between the North and
Greek land Allows harvest of almost aU old South Cascades
Includes an EIS growth
foraging, breeding and sheltering territories.
“If you separate along the 1-90 corridor so the species 
north and south don’t interbreed anymore, you’ll have to 
have viable populations on both sides,” said Raines. “Right 
now, you can take the entire Cascades from the Columbia 
River to the Canadian border as one population.” Raines said 
isolated populations have a harder time recovering from dis­
ease, weather and human encroachment.
Plum Creek became increasingly mindful that their ac­
tions would fall under close scrutiny as the controversy over 
the northern spotted owl escalated.
“Very early on, we felt that we wanted to have as much 
public involvement as possible because of the location and 
joint ownership of the land,” said 
Mike Colhns, economist for Plum 
Creek’s HCP project team. “Ap­
proximately 107 sites are occu­
pied, or have been occupied, by 
spotted owls in this particular area.
What that means for us as a com­
pany is that these areas will be 
constrained by law because of owl 
influence.”
The Plum Creek HCP originally focused on owls so the 
company could predict what actions they could take on their 
land. However, they soon realized that within the plan’s 50- 
year time span and Plum Creek’s 169,177 acres, more spe­
cies are likely to become listed as endangered or threatened. 
This could place more constraints on how they use their land.
The plan will include an agreement to make limited 
modifications if extraordinary circumstances arise that put a 
species in jeopardy.
“We don’t force them to bring in other lands, we don’t 
do something that’s going to put another financial burden 
on Plum Creek,” said Bill Vogel of the USFWS, Lead Biolo­
gist from the Plum Creek HCP team. “We’ve made a deal, 
and a deal’s a deal. But we’ll work with it.” This way, public 
agencies and land owners can settle on a course of action for 
the next several decades. The commitment to one plan for 
so much time makes Charles Raines uncomfortable.
“We’ve made a huge mistake in the opportunities for 
changing these plans,” said Raines. “They’re very limited, 
and our understanding of ecosystems is so deficient that, on 
the wildlife side, these are very high-risk plans. WildUfe should 
have the same level of risk as the company.” He pointed out
that some advantage lies in getting a company to agree to 
certain standards, but creating an HCP is not the same as 
preserving habitat. Even with a plan, populations will decrease 
because they allow take.
Plum Creek’s HCP proposal was published and opened 
to public review in November, 1995. “People have until some­
where in January to comment,” said Vogel. “You can write 
to the USFWS or the National Marine Fisheries Service to 
request information on the plan.”
Both agencies will negotiate on behalf of the public, the 
land and wildlife. At the conclusion of the first public com­
ment period. Plum Creek must issue a final environmental 
impact statement and summary of comments.
The people at Plum Creek are 
confident their plan will effectively 
demonstrate how the private sec­
tor can work with the ESA rather 
than in conflict. “We think it’s the 
way to go,” said Collins. “We’d like 
to see other companies do it, too.” 
Raines greeted the release of the 
proposal cautiously. “Complying 
with the law is not based on inten­
tion — it’s based on action, ” he said. “I will give Plum Creek 
credit for an incredible effort... but there are some huge prob­
lems with the plan. Hopefully, we can fix them up.”
Our government will have to support the goals of habi­
tat conservation planning. With Congress undermining the 
laws protecting our remaining natural resources and cutting 
fimding for federal agencies, groups like the Checkerboard 
Project will be unable to purchase critical areas for the public 
or monitor lands encompassed by HCPs.
The real outcomes of habitat conservation planning re­
main to be seen, and the cost of failure would be high. With­
out doubt, private land owners must do their share in con­
servation. While HCPs may not turn out to be successful, 
the plans encourage research into habitat management. HCPs 
are also a step toward reconcihng the ESA with development. 
Habitat conservation planning is an experiment that began 
as a loophole in federal law. We must watch closely and de­
cide whether HCPs will ensure the long term survival of en­
dangered species.
i
\
*^Complying with the law is 
not based on intention—ifs 
based on action,"
Charles Raines
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WasMt^gton Species on the Brink
Brought To Their Knees:
-------------------------------------------------------------- by AI Bentley
F
or thousands of years, grizzly bears lived peacefully throughout 
North America—that is, until the United States showed up.
Since Lewis and Claik first journeyed west in 1803, loggers, poachers and 
arsonists proceeded to eliminate nearly every bear in the lower 48. “Bears were 
considered dangerous creatures back then,’’ explained Bill Noble, a biologist for 
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service. “From records and diaries we know that when­
ever pioneers saw a grizzly bear, they shot it.”
How ironic, then, that a grizzly bear by the name of Smokey is now an 
American symbol and hero. In Washington, only 20 bears now occupy a space 
which once held thousands. Smokey the Bear’s relatives are now on their death 
beds.
There is a similar stoiy for endangered species worldwide. Human encroach­
ment, in one form or another, has brought entire populations of species to their 
knees.
In total there are 812 threatened species in Washington state. Endangered, 
according to a U.S. Department of Fish and W^dlife report, means that a particu­
lar species is “seriously threatened with extirpation throughout all or a si^iificant 
portion of its range within Washington.” A species in the threatened category is 
“not presently endangered but could become so in the near future.”
The following is a list with a brief description of each species listed as endan­
gered or threatened in Washington state.
STATUS: ENDANGERED
Brown Pelican: Brown water bird with large bill and throat pouch.
Habitat: Islands on both North American coasts.
Threats: Exposure to the pesticide Endrin in the ’60s almost eliminated the birds com­
pletely. DDT, another pesticide which factored in the pelican’s critical situation, inter­
feres with calcium formation in eggs and produces thin-shelled eggs. As a result, the 
eggs are easily crushed under the weight of parent pelicans during incubation. 
Columbian White-tailed Deer: Medium-sized deer with large tail.
Habitat: Once abundant in Willamette Valley and along the Columbia River, number­
ing in the thousands. Three thousand deer remain.
Threats: Intense logging, poaching, conversion of prairie land to farms.
Gray Wolf: Laige canine, varied in color.
Habitat: Wilderness areas everywhere in North America.
Threats: Loss of habitat due to human expansion, poaching.
Leatherback Sea Tbrtle: Averaging 61 inches long and 800 pounds, the world’s 
largest sea turtle.
Habitat: Pelagic.
Threats: Shrimp nets, beachfront development, plastic trash, and incidental take by 
commercial fishermen.
Peregrine Falcon: Medium-sized raptor with dark plumage on its back and streaked 
light on its belly, with a black head and nape.
Habitat: Nests on cliffs, tops of bridges and buildings.
Threats: Pesticides, egg-thinning.
Woodland Caribou: Large, hoofed mammal with sweeping antlers.
Habitat: Dense timber stands throughout North America.
Threats: Habitat alteration, hunting, and road kills.
Bradshaw^s Lomatium: Prairie-adapted plant which grows in low swales by lakes 
and streams.
Habitat: Once abundant in Washington’s prairie lands and in the Willamette Valley in
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Oregon.
Threats: Agricultural and residential development.
Marsh Sandwort; Weak-stemmed plant up to 28 inches long. 
Habitat: Freshwater marshes.
Threats: Urbanization, impact from recreational use (i.c. golf courses).
STATUS: THREATENED
Aleutian Canada Goose: Small bird with brown plumage on its back.
Habitat: Wetlands in the Pacific Northwest.
Threats: Predation and the loss of habitat.
Bald Eagle: Large dark brown raptor with white head and tail, and a massive 
yellow, hooked beak.
Habitat: North America.
Threats: Pesticides, shooting, human encroachment.
Green Sea Thrtle: Olive-brown sea turtle weighing up to 450 pounds.
Habitat: Pelagic, using undisturbed beaches for nesting.
Threats: Incidental mortality, hunting and disturbance of nests.
Grizzly Bear: Brown bear with humped shoulders and curved claws.
Habitat: Wilderness areas in North America.
Threats: Hunting and loss of habitat.
Loggerhead Sea Thrtle: Sea turtle with reddish-brown carapace, or shell, 
weighing up to 500 pounds.
Habitat: Oceanic, using undisturbed beaches for nesting.
Threats: Loss and disturbance of its nesting habitats.
Marbled Murrelet: Small bird with dark plumage above and black and white 
feathers below.
Habitat: Marine environment, moving inland for breeding in spring.
Threats: Habitat loss due to the harvesting of old growth timber.
Western Snowy Plover: Small, white shorebird with dark patches on upper 
breast and a dark patch on its crown.
Habitat: Coastal beaches, salt ponds, and sand spits.
Threats: Foreign plants, urban development, and sand mining.
Northern Spotted Owl: Medium-sized dark brown owl.
Habitat: Old-growth and old-growth/mature forests.
Threats: Loss of habitat due to logging of old-growth forests.
Olive Ridley Thrtle: Oval-shelled, olive sea turtle.
Habitat: Pelagic.
Threats: Commercial exploitation, poaching.
Oregon Silversnot Butterfly: Orange and brown butterfly with bright silver 
spots on its underwings.
Habitat: Washington’s coast. Its host plant, the Western blue violet, can be found 
only in Westport.
Threats: Residential and recreational development.
Water Howellia: Water-dwelling plant which roots in shallow water, with 
branches 4 to 24 inches long.
Habitat: Ponds and lakes.
Threats: Agriculture and herbicides.
Nelson^s Checker-Mallow: Herb with pinkish- purple flowers.
Habitat: Gravelly, well-drained soils, grassland areas, and edges of plowed 
fields next to wooded areas.
Threats: Agriculture, stream channel alterations.
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Washin^on Species on the Brink
Is There a Future for Salmon?
by Jonathan Duncan
O
ut of a blur of rushing water, my eyes meet the dis­
oriented stare of a salmon pulled in the current. The 
river makes a low rumbling as it pours out of the 
large concrete conduit. Through a glass partition the river 
waters are illuminated with a green glow. Occasionally the 
silhouette of a fish sweeps by.
From inside the cold observation booth attached to the 
fish ladder at Wells Dam, I feel the chilling reality facing 
salmon on the Columbia River today.
For the past month I have been traveling down the Co­
lumbia, working with University of Oregon Professor Den­
nis Todd, who is writing a bode about the river. Wells Dam is 
the sixth dam we have encoimtered; another eight await us.
You attain a certain familiarity with a river when you 
travel with it fiom its 
origia
We began high 
in the rocl^ moun­
tain trench of 
Canada. Along the 
marshy southern 
banks of Lake Co­
lumbia, modest 
bubbles of spring 
water rise to the sur­
face, and the river is 
bom.
For the first 100 
miles, the river flows 
north through a mg- 
ged landscape of 
towering peaks and 
vast wetlands.
As I paddled my 
canoe through the 
dense reeds, a chorus 
of birds surrounded 
me. Bald eagles were 
abundant, as were osprey, herons and kingfishers.
But the human alterations in the river farther south have 
made a great impact. A cycle has been broken. The salmon 
have stopped coming.
Many elders remember the legendary “June Hogs” (up­
per Columbia Coho) that once migrated all the way to the 
headwaters to q>awn.
This mighty salmon could weigh up to 125 pounds and 
grow up to five feet long. Every spring these massive fish 
would fight their way up water &lls and plunge pools, through 
wetlands and up into the gravely streams that pour down 
fi~om the high peaks.
But in 1941, the returning migration of “hogs” encoun­
tered Grand Coulee Dam in Central Washington. The fish 
were able to climb the long, stair-like fish ladders that other 
dams on the Columbia provided, but the sheer size of Grand 
Coulee made a fish-ladder impossible.
For weeks, the thousands of migrating fish milled around 
in the tailrace at the base of the new dam. Eventually they 
spawned right there, one atop another.
A decade later, the “June Hogs” of the Colmnbia River 
were extinct.
Change came quickly to the river. A single generation 
watched the engineers and politicians transform the wild and 
turbulent river into a series of computer controlled placid res­
ervoirs. Today, 14 dams block the river’s flow. Salmon have 
access to less than half of their historic range.
This loss of habitat, combined with overfishing, has re­
sulted in a 95 to 98 percent decline in wild salmon runs.
For years, commercial and Native American fishers were 
hesitant to petition the listing of salmon under the ESA for 
fear they would lose access to the fish.
But in 1991 the Shoshone-Barmock tribe of Idaho peti­
tioned the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), the 
agency responsible for salmon, to list the uiqrer Snake River 
Sockeye as endangered.
Petitioning NMFS to list the salmon was particularly 
symbolic for the Shoshone; it was the tribe of Sacajawea, 
who led Lewis and Clark to the Columbia River in 1805.
They had nothing to lose. Salmon have not reached the
Headwaters of the Columbis River, Lake Columbia, B.C.
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The end of the line for salmon. Grand Coulee Dam, Central Wash.
tribal lands of the Shoshone-Bannock in any appreciable 
number for many years. Idaho has not had a state-wide 
salmon season since 1977.
The currents kept rolling, and in 1992 the NMFS listed 
the upper Snake River Sockeye as endangered. That same 
year, a single sockeye salmon reached the historic spawmng 
grounds at Red Fish Lake.
Listing certain stocks of salmon as endangered requires 
the NMFS to propose a plan to stabilize the runs. Three years 
have passed since the listing, and no plan is yet in place. The 
problem is revitalizing a species whose habitat has been so 
dramatically altered.
Local politicians and 
industry leaders favor a pro­
gram of hatcheries and barg­
ing juvenile salmon down 
river.
Rep. Jack Metcalf (R- 
Wash.) told me, “The great­
est idea in the world would 
be to take 20 or 100 of the 
endangered salmon, spawn 
them in hatcheries, then 
barge them down to the 
ocean. There would be no 
net loss of genetic material.”
During the 1980s and 
1990s, public utility districts 
on the Columbia River spent 
an estimated $1.3 billion on 
hatcheries and lost revenue 
attenq>ting to double existing 
salmon runs.
Their efforts &iled. Wild 
populations must now com­
pete with thousands of 
hatchery fish for the limited 
food and spawning grounds.
A second proposal, en­
dorsed by Save Our Wild 
Salmon and 26 other fishing 
and conservation groups, in­
volves drawing down reser­
voir levels in the spring to increase river flow.
The proposal also recommends opening 
the dam’s spillways so the fish do not go through 
the electricity-generating turbines. During a low- 
water year, the turbines can kill 98 percent of 
the fish trying to pass through the dam.
In response to this proposal. Sen. 
Mark Hatfield (R-Ore.) and Sen. Slade Gorton 
(R-Wash.) introduced a bill into Congress that 
would limit the amount of money the Bormeville 
Power Administration (BPA) spends on salmon 
rehabiUtation. Ifthis bill passes, BPA could claim 
that using spillways is too costly and continue 
to send the yoimg fish through the turbines. 
Some politicians do not agree that we should save the 
salmon. Rep. Helen Chenoweth (R-Idaho) said in a cam­
paign speech, “Salmon is the only endangered species I can 
buy on the shelf in the supermarket.”
This unwilhngness to acknowledge the negative impact 
the loss of salmon would have on the region’s people and 
economy is frustrating for those fighting to save the wild 
runs.
Long-time salmon activist Ed Chaney said, “We are up 
against a mindless ideological resistance to reality.”
No one can say for certain what the future will hold for 
salmon on the Columbia River.
Biologists studying 
the river say that if we do 
not focus energy on re­
habilitating lost salmon 
habitat, then the future 
will certainly be grim.
One evening on the 
river bank I asked Profes­
sor Todd how we would 
go about managing 
salmon in a river that has 
been so altered.
He responded, “If we 
don’t adopt an ecosys­
tem approach, one that 
conserves habitat for 
spawning and enables 
the fish to pass through 
the dams and reservoirs, 
then we will always be 
one step behind — engi­
neering temporary solu­
tions to a problem so 
complex that we will 
never completely under- 
^ stand it.”
A small boat descends the locks at The Dalles Dam.
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THE ESA UNDER SIEGE
by Tara Williams
I
magine an endangered species act that does not protect 
species. This new ESA would compensate landowners 
and businesses if an endangered species was foimd on 
their property. Choosing extinction would be an option for 
government officials. And listing would be so complicated, 
many species would be left out completely. Picture a fiiture 
without diversity because most species will have gone ex­
tinct.
The House Resources Committee, led by Chair Don 
Young of Alaska, has brought the possibility of these night­
mares to life. On Sept. 7 of this year. Young stood before his 
fellow representatives and declared, “The Endangered Spe­
cies Act is one of the most important environmental laws 
ever passed by Congress - and we have not taken this lightly 
... the act must be reformed because it simply is not work­
ing.” With Rep. Richard Pombo of California and 90 cospon­
sors, Young presented HR. 2275, “The Endangered Species 
Conservation and Management Act of 1995.”
Some think a more appropriate title for this bill is “The 
Species Extinction Bill,” as the Young/Pombo rewrite of the 
ESA strips the law of its powers to recover species. By chang­
ing the meaning of words and complicating every step of the 
protection process, this bill makes endangered species pres­
ervation nearly impossible.
“The worst thing about the Young/Pombo Bill is that it 
would overrule the Sweet Home decision,” said Rina 
Rodriguez from Defenders of Wildlife. The Sweet Home case, 
brought before the Supreme Court, reaffirmed the 1982
amendment to the ESA stating habitat protection is vital to 
species recovery. The ESA defines an illegal take as any ac­
tivity that harms, kills or injiues an endangered species. How­
ever, the Yoimg/Pombo Bill defines harm as “a direct action 
against any member of an endangered species that actually 
injures or kills a member of the species.” The Yoimg/Pombo 
Bill does not consider destruction of endangered species habi­
tat illegal.
Here is an example of how this change would work: If it 
is known that abald eagle’s nest is in a tree, and you want to 
cut that tree, you can. As long as the bald eagle is not in the 
tree when you cut, the Young/Pombo Bill says you have done 
nothing wrong. Your action does not directly result in the 
injury or death of the Bald Eagle.
The Young/Pombo Bill also weakens protection by plac­
ing limits on listing endangered populations of species. Let’s 
use a grizzly bear to illustrate how this would work. Current 
law protects a distinct population of grizzlies in the North 
Cascades region, although this species thrives in Alaska. The 
ESA’s ability to protect distinct populations is critical to re­
gional species survival. If passed, the Young/Pombo Bill 
would immediately delist the grizzly bear population in the 
North Cascades because of their abundance in Alaska It fails 
to recognize that the extinction of species in a region is an 
indicator of that area’s ecological health. Alaska’s grizzly bear 
population gives us no indications about ecosystem condi­
tions in the North Cascades.
By eliminating protection for distinct populations, the
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three currently protected salmon runs of Washington and 
Oregon would quickly disappear. Glen Spain from the Pa­
cific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Association explained 
to me that 714 distinct fish runs are presently threatened with 
extinction on the West Coast. Although salmon get most of 
the attention, “decline in salmon populations are just the tip 
of the iceberg,” Spain said.
The Young/Pombo Bill will result in the rapid delisting 
of all fish populations. For endangered fish populations to 
regain protection, the entire species must be in jeopardy 
around the globe. The fishing industry has renamed the 
Young/Pombo Bill “The Fisherman’s Extinction Bill.” If the 
fish disappear, so will the fishers’ livelihoods.
Further, the Young/Pombo 
Bill threatens the survival of sea 
turtles. The to weakening sea 
turtle protection is through inci­
dental take, which is indirect or 
unintended harm to an endan­
gered species. Incidental take is 
not considered a violation under 
the Young/Pombo Bill.
In one section of the bill, the current requirement for 
shrimp nets to have Turtle Excluder Devices (TEDs) is elimi­
nated. TEDs are structures put in shrimp nets that allow a 
sea turtle to escape if caught in a net.
Also, the Yoimg/Pombo Bill ignores the National Acad­
emy of the Sciences’ declaration that TEDs are essential to 
endangered sea turtle recovery. A huge decline in sea turtle 
populations would result, possibly ending in extinction.
One of the most far reaching measures of H.R. 2275 is 
its requirement to compensate private property owners. The 
Young/Pombo Bill says that if an endangered species is found 
on someone’s land and if preservation of that species results 
in a property value loss, the property owner would be paid.
Several cases have been brought against the federal gov­
ernment by landowners who claim the ESA devalued their 
property.
“The federal courts have never found under the Consti­
tution [that] any landowner deserved compensation,” said 
Heather Weiner, attorney with Defenders of >Wldlife. On the 
other hand, Steve Hansen, communications director for the 
House Resources Committee, thinks compensation is a nec­
essary improvement to the ESA.
The compensation claims that could be made against 
the ESA are limitless.
“The entire ESA would be halted by cases,” Weiner said. 
For instance, suppose I owned 20 acres situated on a wet­
land and that wetland was a nesting ground for whooping 
cranes. I could claim that I planned to turn my land into a 
golf course. Naturally, I could not have my golf course be­
cause that would destroy the whooping cranes’ habitat. The 
financial loss to me would be huge, so I could sue the gov­
ernment to compensate me for that loss.
“Compensation will not be that big of an issue,” Hansen 
said. Compensation would be a last resort for negotiating 
between private property owners and the government, he
said. However, a contradictory statement from the Endan­
gered Species Coalition reports that compensation legisla­
tion would cost almost $30 billion over the next eight years. 
Compensation will not be that big of an issue?
H.R. 2275 creates a series of hoops an endangered or 
threatened species must jump through to gain protection 
under the ESA. Alterations to the petitioning and informa­
tion standards were created to boggle the listing process. First, 
the bill would require peer review, in which federal to local 
government oflBcials are consulted. Essentially, the regula­
tory structure built by the Young/Pombo Bill complicates 
matters.
“As a result of this confusion, a lot fewer [species] will
be listed,” said Margaret McMillan 
from the Environmental Defense 
Fund in Washington, D.C.
The Young/Pombo Bill has added 
an unusual twist to the listing of 
species. It hands over complete au­
thority to the secretary of the inte­
rior. The ESA as it stands gives ex­
tensive authority to the secretary, but not complete control. 
If the Yoimg/Pombo Bill were passed after the secretaiy de­
cides to list a species, a conservation objective is developed. 
In this objective, the secretaiy may grant full protection, ab­
solutely no protection or anything in between. The Young/ 
Pombo Bill puts the fate of endangered species into the hands 
of one person. “There is always the possibility of [getting] a 
good secretary that does good, but with a bad one, there’s 
no way to make him do squat,” McMillan said.
A conservation plan is developed from the conserva­
tion objective. The Yoimg/Pombo Bill states that this plan 
must implement “conservation measures that have the least 
economic and social costs.” Recovery efforts hinge on 
whether or not they conflict with people.
The Young/Pombo Bill aims to relieve tensions between 
private property interests and the methods of recovering spe­
cies, The bill’s superficial, piecemeal efforts in species pro­
tection are evident throughout its lengthy discourse.
The bill’s reliance on captive breeding programs is a 
prime example of how science and common sense are being 
ignored. Encouragement is given to captive breeding pro­
grams because they detract responsibility from developers 
and keep land open for human use.
In October of this year, the House Resources Commit­
tee approved H.R. 2275 with a 27 to 17 vote. The bill is now 
in front of the House Agriculture committee, but a vote is 
not expected before the end of this Congressional session. 
There are currently 125 cosponsors of the Young/Pombo Bill. 
It has more House support than any other ESA reauthoriza­
tion proposal to date. There is time to stop this effort to gut 
the ESA.
The Young/Pombo nightmare does not have to be the 
only possible future for the ESA. Picture a future with bio­
logical diversity where people — landowners and develop­
ers, too - interact respectfully and responsibly with other 
species.
TheYoung/Pombo Bill 
does not consider destruction 
of endangered species habitat
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When Principles Go Extinct
The Process of Amending the Endangered Species Act
by Richard Navas
R
elax. Extinction is a natural process. The fact 
that species disappear is not cause for 
alarm. Individuals and federal agencies have 
more important work than protecting the diversity and 
legacy of life on earth. Short-term economic impacts 
and budget constraints must take priority. Private 
property rights needprotection no matter what the cost.
This year, tfiese principles inspired 
two congressional bills, HR 2275 in­
troduced by Rep Don Young (R- 
Alaska) and S 768 offered by Sen.
Slade Gorton (R-Wash.) — both 
written to change the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) of 1973.
HR 2275 and S 768 make pro­
tection optional and politically moti­
vated. They ignore die most common 
cause of extinction — habitat de­
struction.
These ideas not only conflict 
with scientific opinion, but th^ dif­
fer starkly from the far-sighted prin­
ciples that guided the authors of the 
original ESA 23 years ago.
In that era, many people were 
alarmed by the disappearance of species.
They saw extinction as an omen for other se­
rious problems.
“The time has come when we can no longer wait to 
repair the damage already done and to establish new 
criteria to guide us into the future,” President Nixon 
said in an address to Congress in 1970. The environ­
ment was a health concern and national security issue 
that took priority.
Responding to the demands of voters. Congress 
gave us an unequivocal law stating, “The United States 
has pledged itself... to conserve to the extent practi­
cable the various species... facing extinction.” America 
declared its commitment. Only the details of how to 
protect the richness of our wildlife were left to be an­
swered.
It is sobering to see how fundamentally politics 
have changed since a Republican president, Richard 
Nixon, proudly signed the popular ESA into law. Many 
Republicans in Congress voted for the ESA that year, 
including the conservative freshman repres^tative from 
Alaska, Don Young.
In contrast, this year the same Rep. Young, along 
with Rep. Richard Pombo (R-Calif), proposed HR 
2275 to reverse much of the ESA.
“It doesn’t undo everything that’s been done, but I 
suspect it would end up having that effect,” Gorton 
said introducing the similar S 768 into the Sen­
ate.
Rep. Jack Metcalf (R-Wash.) 
co-sponsored the Yoimg/Pombo 
Bill, feeling it had the best 
chance of getting passed.
“We signed on with 
some trepidation, but we 
wanted to have a say in it,” 
Metcalf said. “It had some 
real horse power behind it.” 
The locomotive pro­
viding that horse power is Don 
Young.
Many people know Young as 
a dramatic man and a staunch anti-en- 
vironmaitalist.
When he became chair of the House Resources 
Committee after the Republican congressional victo­
ries last year. Young said, “Environmentalists are go­
ing to have to compromise. If not. I’m just going to ram 
it down their throats.”
One tool Young used to “ram it down their throats” 
was a task force headed by Pombo. Pombo held hear­
ings in districts that were hostile to the ESA. He was 
careful to avoid inviting scientists and environmental­
ist to the panels.
“There has been no effort to be objective,” task 
force member Rep. Bruce Vaito (D-Mina) said. “I find 
the \^frole process offensive.”
Environmentalists
are going to have to com­
promise. If not, I'm just going
to ram it down their throats.
-Don Young
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Wayne Gilchrest (R-Md.) was also part of this task 
force. “I have never seen so many people afraid of in­
formation in nty life. Th^ are extravagantly funded by 
interest groups that stand to make a lot of money from 
misinformation,” he told the Baltimore Sun.
The National Endangered Species Act Reform Coa­
lition (NES ARC) represents the interests of many who 
stand to profit from sweeping aside America’s com­
mitment to protecting endangered plants and animals. 
Members and supporters of NESARC include power 
utilities, water districts, cattle ranchers, and timber and 
mining companies.
Two local companies. Wilder Construction of 
Bellingham and Puget Power, are members of the 
NESARC. Global interests such as die International 
Coimcil of Shopping Centers also have membership.
Economic concerns motivate most members of the 
NESARC to join. The ESA created annoyances for 
some members.
“I think die worst impact we’ve seen is restricted 
hours of operation on a few occasions near an eagles 
nest,” said Gale Schwiesow, project manager for Wilder 
Construction Company.
Others have been devastated, like Dan Pietila, a 
contract logger in Denting who profitably logged for 
20 years. Today, Pietila cannot find work for his crew 
because forests in his area are closed to protect the 
spotted owl.
No member of NESARC wants any species to go 
extinct. They simply have other priorities, and those
priorities are financial.
NESARC wrote most of the ESA reform bill that 
Slade Gorton presented in the Senate this Spring. 
Many pieces of Gorton’s bill have shown up in the 
Young/Pombo legislation as well.
The authors of the NESARC bills (HR 2275 and 
S 768) were driven by the short term financial con­
cerns held by the coalition’s members. Again and 
again those concerns show up in the proposed bills. 
For example predictability—once a recovery plan has 
been written it is difficult to change even if new sci­
entific information comes to light. Another concern 
is compensation to property owners; will we per­
petually pay landowners for protection of wildlife?
The entire point of view of the new bills contra­
dict the vision of the current law and scientific opin­
ion. The principals of ecology say, extinction is a 
wanting sign of grave problems for long term eco­
nomic health and national security. The prudent 
course is protecting species in their natural setting. 
In contrast, the new laws would say, tire loss of short 
term profits or jobs is a signal of grave political and 
financial problems for anyone who wants to protect 
the environment—especially the diversity of life.
Because it began with different principles, the 
Young/Pombo bill frequoitly conflicts with scientific 
opirtion and with the goal of a robust environment 
centuries from now. The House Resources Commit­
tee must have sensed this whai it voted 21-17 against 
inviting the prestigious National Academy of Science
to review the bill for scientific 
soundness.
The principles gmding the
We signed on with some trepidation, but we wanted to have a say in it.
-Rep Jack Metcalf
Young/Pombo Bill and the 
spirit that brought it into the 
world are troubling.
Wtill Americans accept it 
as law? When Congress votes 
on these bills during the com­
ing year th^ will answer an 
important question: Is this gen­
eration of Americans willing to 
take a stand and renew its com- 
ntitment to a strong environ­
ment? Or will we walk away 
from that comntitment and the 
future it promises because the 
principles were just too big for 
us to grasp?
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Deadly Cure
The Federal Animal Damage Control Program’s Predator Solution
by
Greg Friedman
W
lien it comes to justifying predator control, former 
Alaska governor Wdter Hickel may have said it 
best in 1992 when he blurted on national TV,‘Tou 
can’t let nature just run wild.” He was referring to a pro­
posed state-sponsored wolf kill operation, but the sentiment 
he e?q)ressed is one that is pervasive among ranchers, farm­
ers and others who see wild animals as a threat to their live­
lihood.
While Hickel’s statemrat elicited guf&ws from environ­
mentalists and caused others to scratch their heads in 
bemusement, it could very well serve as the motto for the 
federal government’s Animal Damage Control program.
Animal Damage Control (ADC) is within the Depart­
ment of Agriculture, and is the federal agency responsible 
for eradicating oin nation’s “problem” wildlife.
Congress established 
ADC 64 years ago, through 
the Animal Damage Control 
Act of 1931, to resolve con­
flicts between human activ- 
ify and wild animals.
ADC still operates un­
der the statutory authority of 
this act, which directs ADC 
to cany out the “eradication, 
sitopression, or bringing un­
der control ... of mountain li­
ons, wolves, coyotes, bob­
cats, prairie dogs, gophers, 
ground squirrels, jackrab- 
bits, and other animals inju­
rious to agriculture ... and to 
conduct campaigns for the 
destruction or control of 
such animals.”
ADC has been so suc­
cessful at exterminating 
wildlife that by the 1970s it 
had eliminated many of the 
largest predators — includ­
ing grizzlies, wolves and mountain lions — from much of 
their historic range. Many of these animals are now endan­
gered species and, ironically, public money that once funded 
the elimination of these animals is now being spent to pro­
tect them.
Although the agency is small (its fiscal year 1994 fed­
eral budget was just $38 million and it employed fewer than 
900 people), its kill statistics are staggering.
Predator Project, a Montana-based ADC watchdog
group, reported that ADC killed 85,571 coyotes, 8,839 foxes, 
1,925 bobcats, 294 mountain lions and thousands of other 
animals for a grand total of784,398 in 1994. The agency also 
killed 164 eastern timber wolves in Miimesota, where wolves 
are a threatened q>ecies, and one gray wolf in Montana, where 
wolves are an endangered species.
East of the Mississippi, ADC focuses on crop protec­
tion, public nuisances and threats to public health. For ex­
ample, the agency destroys starlings that eat farmers’ pro­
duce, (Canada geese that leave an unacceptable amount of 
excrement on golf courses and beavers that flood coimty 
roads with their dams.
However, ADC spends most of its money and energy 
west of the Mississippi on livestock protection.
Predator Project reported in 1993 that ADC directed 77
percent of its operating bud­
get toward 17 western states, 
and 70 percent of that total 
went to protecting livestock 
from predation.
Whether or not ADC is 
successful in its battle against 
western predators depends 
on who you talk to.
Tom Skeele, executive 
director of Predator Project, 
^ believes the agency is better 
at exterminating wildlife than
Coyote caught in leg-hold trap. The jaws on this kind of 
trap often cut right to the bone.
S.i
c
it is at safeguarding domes­
tic animals.
“I think the work they 
are doing is simply killing 
predators, primarily coyotes, 
f and I’m quite convinced it’s 
<? not resulting in the end goal 
of protecting livestock,” 
Skeele said.
Skeele said that after 
decades of relentlessly perse- 
cuting predatory animals, 
ADC is stuck in a perpetual stalemate. “ADC is now 64 years 
old,” he said, “and it has yet to solve the problem of live­
stock losses due to predation.”
Skeele acknowledged predator control does prevent 
some livestock losses.
However, he pointed out that after a season of killing 
otyotes, ADC is often called back the very next year to the 
same area because other coyotes have moved in to fill the 
void.
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The result is a steady slaughter of wildlife and frustrated 
ranchers who con^)lain they are still losing livestock to preda­
tors.
“Predator control has reduced livestock losses to some 
degree,” Skeele said, “but has it reduced them to the point 
where ranchers are no longer screaming? No, it has not.”
Predator Project, along with other organizations work­
ing to abolish ADC, believes lethal control of wildlife has 
failed and it is time to practice more ecologically sensitive 
methods.
ADC is quick to point out that its research center in Den­
ver spends 55 percent of its budget developing non-lethal 
techniques of predator control. However, critics say field op­
eratives still predomi­
nantly use the tradi­
tional lethal methods.
The fact that these 
methods strike many 
people as inhumane 
does not help soften 
ADC’s image.
To make matters 
even worse for the 
agency, Didc Randall, a 
repentant former ADC 
trapper, has made it his 
mission to see that the 
public knows all the 
grisly details of the 
agency’s work.
Randall served two 
five-year stints with 
ADC and barely sur­
vived two horrific air­
plane crashes before re­
tiring in 1973. By the 
time he left, Randall had 
developed serious mis­
givings about ADC’s 
activities.
In the years since he retired, he has brought a great deal 
of unwelcome attention to the agency. The photographs he 
took while at ADC (some of which accompany this article) 
have been widely published and graphically depict the agony 
and suffering of various animals caught by ADC field work­
ers.
Randall said the control methods ADC enq>loys include 
steel traps, leg and neck snares, aerial gunning, poisons, M- 
44 “coyote getters” (which inject a lethal dose of cyanide 
directly into the mouth of any animal that triggers the de­
vice) and a highly controversial practice called “denning” in 
which predators and their offspring are destroyed right in 
their dens.
“Denning is where you track the male or female to the 
den where the pups are and dig them out,” Randall said. “If 
you can’t, why then you push some fire into their den to 
smoke them out.”
The general idea is to asphyxiate the animals, but Randall 
said not all of those caught in the den die from smoke inha­
lation. The laigerpips, he said, wouldrunblindedandchdc- 
ing to escape the smoke, but rodcs placed over the hole would 
block their escape. “The pups would head up to the entrance 
and get burned up in the fire,” he said.
Randall said another denning practice involved dragging 
the pups out using a treble hook or piece of barbed wire. 
Once outside, the pups would be shot or bludgeoned to death 
with whatever was handy.
“It was not very humane,” he said. ADC no longer al­
lows its employees to use hooks and wires to snag pups, but 
Randall pointed out that no one monitors the agency’s op­
eratives while they work in the 
field.
ADC insists it is a more hu­
mane agency than it was in 
Randall’s day and now only 
uses lethal methods as a last re­
sort. However, Randall main- 
^ tains little has changed since he
1 left the agency 22 years ago.
g* “The first thing ADC says is
2 ‘we’re going to go for non-le­
thal control,”’ Randall said.
Dead coyote pups after a successful **denning.
“but if you look at the numbers, 
S they kill more coyotes every 
J year.”
Stuart McDonald, ADC’s 
public affairs specialist, makes 
no apologies for the work his 
agency performs.
“The program is biologically 
I* sound, environmentally safe, 
^ congressionally mandated and 
^ economically necessary,” he 
I said, adding that ADC is prob- 
ably the most misunderstood 
program in all of government.
“Contrary to what critics of 
the program would have you believe, ADC does not have a 
license to kill. They’re not a bunch of rednecks that wander 
around the West slating up eveiything in sight,” he contin­
ued.
ADC supporters say the agency is providing an invalu­
able service—cattle and sheep ranching wouldn’t even ex­
ist as an industry in America if nature was left to “just run 
wild.”
But the agency’s detractors say its methods are inhu­
mane and the fiscal and environmental are costs too great. 
They maintain it is an expensive subsidy that benefits a tiny 
constituency, and the time has come for it to go.
“ADC is a 64-year-old experiment,” Skeele said, “and 
the experiment has not work^. My point is, let’s try any 
other option that’s out there and give it five years, or lOyears 
— not 64. And, if it doesn’t work, then we can consider go­
ing back to the old ways (of killing predators).”
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Skeele said there are many non-lethal alternatives to le­
thal predator control, including sirens, propane cannons, 
lights, sheep dogs and, of course, good old-fashioned fences.
Conflicts between humans and wildlife are unavoidable. 
Traditionally, people believed the best way to resolve those 
conflicts was to eradicate any wild animals that impeded 
human progress. This is the philosophy from which ADC 
was bom.
But there is another school of thought that is rooted in 
an abiding respect for all life. It holds that we can reconcile 
hiunan needs with those of wildlife without resorting to ex­
termination tactics.
We should look to history for guidance; if we’ve learned 
anything from our experiences with wolves, grizzlies and 
other animals, it is that today’s nuisances might be 
tomorrow’s endangered species.
Alaska’s War on Wildlife
M
any states have their own predator control pro 
grams that work in conjunction with ADC, but 
Alaska prefers to manage its own wildlife. Un­
like predator control in Western states, however, preda­
tors in Alaska are not killed to protect livestock, they are 
killed simply for sport and to artificially increase game 
populations for the benefit of the state’s hunters.
Wolves are the primary target, since the state’s 
small but politically powerful hunting community regards 
them as competitors for moose, caribou and other game. 
The regulatory body that determines Alaska’s hunting 
laws, the Alaska Board of Game (BOG), proposes new 
wolf control operations every year, but in recent years 
has had little success in getting them implemented.
Public outcry, boycotts and international media 
attention effectively prevented the state from carrying out 
any major plans since 1986, and last winter Governor 
Tony Knowles placed an indefinite suspension on state- 
sponsored wolf kills.
Despite the Governor’s moratorium, BOG is again 
pushing for wolf control operations in several areas of 
the state this year. In late October BOG authorized its 
new plan, and Governor Knowles must now decide 
whether to support it.
Sandra Arnold, executivedirectoraf Alaska Wild­
life Alliance, said nobody knows if Governor Knowles 
will approve the plan.
Knowles has said he will lift the indefinite sus­
pension if three criteria are met: wolf control must be 
cost-effective, scientifically sound and broadly supported 
by the public.
Arnold is cautiously optimistic that any new pro­
posals will fail when judged by these standards.
‘‘The only wolf control that will meet all three of 
those criteria is zero (wolf control),” Arnold said.
The problem, Arnold pointed out, is that Alaskan 
law is unclear on whether the Governor has the power to 
stop wolf control programs authorized by BOG.
However, even if Knowles is able to shelve BOG’s 
plan, the state’s private hunters will still kill thousands 
of wolves eveiy year. Wolves in Alaska are not consid­
ered threatened or endangered — and thus are not pro­
tected —because the state supports a relatively large wolf 
population.
Arnold said the public outside of Alaska hears only 
about state-sponsored wolf control, but private hunters 
kill a significantly higher number than the state.
“We call it ‘hidden wolf control,’ ” she said, add­
ing that Alaska’s liberal hunting laws encourage himters 
to kill large numbers of the animals.
“There’s a nine month open season on wolves, and 
for $15 —^ that’s o/ie-^ve,” Arnold said, “you may kill as 
many wolves as you can find. There is no bag limit.”
Nobocfy knows the exact number of wolves hunt­
ers kill in Alaska each year.
Hunters rqx)rted 1,580 in 1994, but the Alaska De­
partment of Fish and Game estimates the number of 
wolves killed but not reported may equal or exceed the 
reported number in some areas.
Additionally, nobody knows how many wolves are 
even in Alaska.
“Estimates range from 4,000 to 10,000,” Arnold 
said. “Since we know 1,580 were killed in 1994 — and 
that’s a minimum—and if the population is only 4,000, 
then we’re killing almost half the population every year.”
Wolves are not the only predatory wildlife high on 
the hunters’ hit list.
The same nine-month hunting season and absence 
of bag limits applies to many other animals as well, in­
cluding coyote, arctic fox, red fox, lynx, marten, mink, 
river otter, and wolverine.
Arnold said it is particularly egregious that wolver­
ines are not protected, since they are very rare in the lower 
48 and inhabit open, treeless landscapes in Alaska. Be­
cause they live in such wide open spaces they are ex­
tremely vulnerable to hunters in airplanes and on snow­
mobiles — two very deadly hunting methods in Alaska 
that are quite popular, if not exactly sporting.
The wilds of Alaska sui^rt some of the last healthy 
populations of many animals no longer found in abun­
dance in the contiguous United States.
For better or for worse, Alaska’s unpredictable poli­
tics will ultimately determine their fate in the state’s kill­
ing fields.
S?
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Pets, Po^ckeJ or ProtecteJ
A Deadly Compromise for Endangered Species
by Dawne Brevig
A
merican Black Bear gall bladders, intended for ex­
port to Asia, are confiscated daily by U.S. Customs. 
The high demand for commodities like gall bladders 
causes poachers to kill for parts. It is common for the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to regularly seize 
smuggled shipments of small exotic birds stuffed into odd 
hideaways such as curling irons and hubcaps.
Provisions in the Endangered Species Act (ESA) make 
it illegal for smugglers to carry out these cruel and inhumane 
operations. Yet, for some, the dollar incentives outweigh any 
legal and ethical conflicts which may arise. If protections for 
international species in the ESA are lifted, unethical treat­
ment and exploitation of ani­
mals would be endorsed 
through silence.
“People want to use ani­
mals as a resource,” said 
Woodland Park Zoo Curator 
Judy Ball. “You can make 
money out of almost any­
thing.”
Smugglers have a variety 
of motives. Whether an animal 
is captured for the pet trade, 
shot and stuffed for a trophy, 
killed for valued parts, or uti­
lized for research purposes, the 
demand for these endangered 
animals and their parts is high 
and the market is flourishing.
“There is always some way to profit,” Ball said.
The ESA and The Convention on International Trade in 
Endangered Species of \Wld Faima and Flora (CITES) are 
two effective means to control those who seek to profit from 
the animal trade industry.
The ESA and CITES have a symbiotic relationship. The 
ESA’s section on international trade is a vehicle for carrying 
out the laws set forth by CITES. Much of the ESA’s power 
concerning international trade lies in its ability to enforce 
CITES regulations through offices like the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service.
CITES is an international law that regulates animal trade 
through a permitting process between importing and export­
ing countries. CITES provides three different levels of pro­
tection. Appendix I, the strongest level of protection, requires 
species listed under CITES that are “exported or taken” to 
be accompanied by permits from both the importing and ex­
porting countries.
These laws work well together combating wildlife smug­
glers. They have strict requirements for permit holders and 
Unlit the number of permits issued.
The ESA is now being threatened by several revisions 
that will greatly reduce its ability to protect species. At the 
head of this effort to rip the ESA apart are representatives 
Don Young from Alaska and Richard Pombo from Califor­
nia who have teamed up with over 90 other cosponsors, to 
introduce “The Endangered Species Conservation and Man­
agement Act” (H.R. 2275), also called “The Species Extinc­
tion Bill.” The Young/Pombo bill would make it much easier 
to legally commercialize endangered species.
The bill states: “The Secretary may not refuse to issue a 
permit for such specimens which may be imported unless 
he makes and publishes in the Federal Register a finding that
USFWS customs officials confiscate endangered animal parts and products. Left to 
right: a sperm whale tooth, a sea turtle, tiger bone plaster, a dwarf crocodile purse, 
ivory figurines and an American Black Bear gall bladder.
there is substantial evidence that the detriment residting from 
the taking of such specimens outweighs the benefits derived, 
and subsequently promulgates regulations containing the 
limitatioa”
According to the preceding excerpt, the burden is placed 
on law enforcement officers, making it their responsibility to 
argue why someone should not get a permit rather than re­
quiring a permit applicant to prove their eligibility.
This provision alone would lead to increased poaching 
and international trafficking of at-risk i^)ecies. “People would 
have even more incentives to use the animals as a resource,” 
said Judy Ball.
The ESA is one of only a few protections against these 
crimes. “The ESA does a lot to help protect wildlife,” said 
Mary Jane Lavin, Criminal Wildlife Investigator for the 
USFWS. “Through its provisions, we are given the authority 
to inspect import and export shipments. If the Young/Pombo 
bill were to pass, it would greatly change my job as a crimi­
nal investigator.”
Lavin’s job would change because permits would be is­
sued as a matter of routine. Most of the animal traffickers
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R.S. Akers Taxidermy in Bellingham, Wash, must abide 
by all U.S. and international wildlife laws.
she now investigates would be permitted to import and ex­
port endangered species. “Many animal traflQckers will be 
issued permits in the name of science and then commercial­
ize the animals,” Lavin said. “Only expensive, drawn out, 
undercover investigations could reveal the true commercial 
nature of their intentions.”
The current proposed revisions to the ESA are obviously 
driven by people who have placed economic concerns above 
protecting species and maintaining a healthy environment. 
Under the Young/Pombo Bill, economic cost-benefit analy­
ses would replace necessary provisions crucial to species 
survival.
The bill clearly illustrates its intentions: “to provide a 
feasible and practical means 
to conserve endangered spe­
cies and threatened species 
consistent with protection of 
the rights of private prq>eity 
owners and ensuring eco­
nomic stabihty.”
Poaching and animal 
trafficking represent the 
mind-set of many people 
who view endangered plants 
and animals as a conunodity 
for human use and control. It 
is the worst form of animal 
exploitation. Considering the 
tremendous amount of illegal 
seizing and poaching that occurs now, it is frightening to 
imagine how much more would occur if nearly all the re­
strictions were lifted. The extermination of several species 
would surely result if this bill were to become law.
Sam Wasser, the Scientific Research Coordinator for the 
Woodland Park Zoo, explained how the African Elephant 
population went from 1.5 million to 600 thousand animals in 
an eight year period when poaching was at its peak and the 
ivory trade was still legal.
But in 1989 when the Afiican Elephant became listed 
under Appendix I of CITES, the demand for elephant ivory 
plummet^ and thus eliminated the need for poaching, “ft* 
they wouldn’t have Usted the African Elq>hant,” Wasser said, 
“within ten years there probably wouldn’t have been an el­
ephant left in the wild. You just have to look at the trends.”
The African Elephant isn’t the only animal influenced 
by human trends. American Black Bear gall bladders are ex­
tremely valuable to the healing practices of many Asian cul­
tures. “They are considered a Chinese medicine,” Judy Ball 
said. “It is supposed to be good for your liver, althoughmost 
bears die of liver cancer. The American Black Bear, which is 
not endangered right now, will probably be endangered soon 
because of the trends.”
Not everyone who uses animals for resources supports 
the wasteful practice of killing a species for a single part of 
its body. Sharon Akers and her husband Ralph who own 
R.S. Akers, Inc. Taxidermy, a business that has been in the 
family for over 50 years, often struggle with these ethical
conflicts. “People misinterpret our beliefs because of what 
we do for a living,” Sharon said. “It is hard to combine my 
beliefs with my work, but I look at my work as an art and an 
educational experience, especially for children who have 
never or will never see real animals. But, when someone 
comes in with a little bear cub, I just have to wonder if they 
have honored the life that they took.”
Sharon shared some of her Native American beUeft with 
me. “An animal’s life is sacred,” she said. “When someone 
takes that life, the animal must be honored and respected 
and no part of that animal should go to waste.”
These beliefs explain why she saved every scrap of 
leather that shecutfromthebadgerpelt she was sewing beads
into. “When I am done with 
the piece, I will take the scraps 
and bury them in the groimd 
so that it can decompose and 
retiun to the earth,” Sharon 
said. “That way no part of the 
badger has been wasted.” 
Sharon and her hus- 
^ band Ralph must keep up with 
g and abide by all federd and 
international wildlife laws. 
“The ESA affects our business 
in a number of ways,” Sharon 
said. “When someone comes 
in with an endangered or pro­
tected species, we must check
2e
for the proper permits and question them to make sure they 
have followed all the laws.”
Despite the extra paperwork and effort the ESA requires 
of the Akers, they support the law. “If we didn’t have these 
laws, people would go aroimd murdering animals all the 
time,” Sharon said. Even in a field such as taxidermy, she is 
still able to understand the importance of the ESA.
Maintaining the desires of human populations with the 
needs of nature is a tough balancing act, especially when there 
exists such strong maiicet for animals and their parts. The 
International Primate Protection League expressed their fius- 
tration in their August 1995 Primate Protection League News 
magazine. “People should be angry at how criminals are de­
stroying the world’s wildlife,” it said.
The American people have a choice: provide protection 
for fellow creatures in danger of extinction, or deny that pro­
tection. The revisions of the ESA presented by Young and 
Pombo follow the latter course. What is more important—a 
den with a fiury bearskin rug and a colorful endangered bird 
caged in the comer or a healthy natural system with 
biodiversity? That is the issue for legislators and citizens to­
day.
The laws are there to protect the animals and ultimately 
to protect us from ourselves. “It is all about being out of 
balance,” Sharon Akers told me. “We carmot ignore that im­
balance because it will eventually catch up with us.”
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QJXj UV Oj Q^xzlhe Pitfalls of Captive Breeding
by Noreen Bucknum
The pungent odor of decaying leaves surrounds you, 
and warm, damp air fills your lungs. A few short feet away, 
an endangered ocelot peers intently into a flowing stream. 
Neaiby, a toucan serenely looks on from its secretive perch.
Welcome to the Woodland Park Zoo of Seattle. A leader 
in creating naturalistic settings, this fecihty offers visitors an 
experience with animals that can only be matched by travel­
ing to the Brazilian rain forest or African Savannah.
Authors of amendments to the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) currently before Congress find this situation satisfac­
tory; as long as we have species in zoos available for captive 
breeding and public display, the sponsors of these bills see 
no need to preserve animals in their natural habitats. Accord­
ing to Judy Ball, curator for the Woodland Park Zoo, zoos 
do play an important role in preserving species, but it is a
the real issues. “The reason that you have an endangered 
species is that you have a problem, and if you can’t fix that 
problem, it doesn’t make any sense to put species back in 
the wild,” Ball said.
This emphasis on tabulating individuals ignores impor­
tant population trends. “Numbers can be very misleading 
unless you know the age structure of the animals and the 
probab^tyofeachofthose ages surviving,” said Sam Wasser, 
Head of Animal Conservation Research at Woodland Park. 
Wthout accounting for statistics such as these, the numbers 
are meaningless.
For example. South Africa has a large population of el­
ephants, a species protected by CITES. The South African 
government has sought approval for a plan to control the 
peculation by exterminating entire social groups, a plan they
Education is an important component of most zoo programs.
very limited role.
Endangered 
Species Act re­
form legislation 
seeks to expand 
this role far be­
yond the capabil­
ity of zoos. Cur­
rently, captive ani­
mals whose wild 
populations are 
recognized by the 
Convention On 
International 
Trade in Endan­
gered Species 
(CITES) as show­
ing a trend toward 
extinction are en­
rolled in a Species 
Survival Plan.
Each plan in­
cludes goals for 
research, propagation of the q>ecies, and conservation of the 
animals’ natural habitat.
The Young/Pombo Bill (H.R. 2275) would require cap­
tive populations to be counted when determining whether or 
not a species facing extinction should be listed and protected 
under the ESA. The bill would rely heavily on captive breed­
ing as a means of protecting and conserving listed species. 
Essentially, this bill would ignore trends toward extinction 
exhibited in wild populations and expect zoos to take on the 
responsibility of preventing extinction through their captive 
animals.
The major shortcoming of these provisions, as Ball sees 
it, is the tendency to focus on numbers while glossing over
intend to fund with profits fi^om selling the tusks of destroyed 
elephants.
Looking strictly at numbers, one may not find their re­
quest wholly unreasonable, but strict numbers do not reveal 
that young elephants comprise a large segment of the popu­
lation. With a high infant mortality rate, the elephants face 
an imcertain future because many of them die before reach­
ing sexual maturity.
The proposed reliance on captive breeding also ignores 
scientific evidence. “There is no question,” Wasser said, “that 
captive breeding is woefully insufScient.”
The point of breeding any species in captivity, he be­
lieves, is twofold. “The single most important thing a zoo
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can do,” Wasser said, “is to use captive animals to find out 
tilings that would be virtually impossible to discover in the 
wild and apply that knowledge to conservation efforts.”
For example, using captive animals, Wasser has devel­
oped the technology to extract DNA and stress hormones 
from feces. This process eliminates the need to obtain ge­
netic information through invasive procedures, such as blood 
sampling, which do not work in the wild imless the animal is 
captured or tranquilized.
This technology may prove useful to both environmen­
talists and the timber industry in the current debate over qxit- 
ted owl habitat. Both sides are arguing over the amount and 
type of land that should be protected in the vicinity of a spot­
ted owl nesting site, resulting in gridlock, delayed harvests 
and damage to critical habitat. By determining the increase 
in stress hormones as logging 
operations approach the nest, 
scientists will be able to con­
tribute quantitative data which 
will be helpful in settling this 
ddrate in a more conscien­
tious, timely marmer.
The second role of cap­
tive breeding involves main­
taining a healthy captive 
population to eliminate the 
need to remove more animals 
from the wild. Programs 
aimed at prqragating animals 
for reintroduction to the wild 
are extremely difficult and 
costly. To have a substantial 
impact, it is estimated that a 
program would need to re­
lease ^proximately 2000 cap­
tive-bred members of any one 
species. Unless deahng with a 
very small species, zoos do 
not have the amount of space 
necessary to produce these 
kinds of numbers. Then there 
is the difficulty of teaching 
these animals the survival 
skills they will need in the wild 
to ensure they survive long 
enough to reproduce.
The black-footed ferret’s 
story illustrates the complexi­
ties of captive breeding. The 
few remaining wild ferrets 
were captmed in 1986. The population had declined due to 
the practice of poisoning prairie dogs, the ferret’s only source 
of food. Luckily for the zoo, ferrets breed rapidly. Once the 
nurtibers were sufficient enough to consider reintroduction, 
those working with the ferrets faced a difficult task; how to 
prepare animals with no prior knowledge of predators or himt- 
ing for life in the wild.
A process of experimentation and failure began. Sev­
eral m^hods of teaching ferrets how to capture prey and avoid 
being captured by their own predators were tested. Eventu­
ally, an effective program was developed. Forty-nine black 
footed ferrets were reintroduced to their natural habitat with 
sufficient survival skills. However, the practice of poisoning 
prairie dogs is still in place, leading those involved with the 
recovery program to question whether they have simply 
drawn out the process of extinction Ity repopulating an envi- 
rorunent which is not able to sustain the ferrets.
C^tive breeding programs carmot protect species as the 
Young/Pombo Bill claims unless the practices that have 
pushed species to extinction are halted. Without a holistic 
approach that seeks to resolve the initial cause of endanger- 
ment, captive breeding programs are useless. “C^tive breed­
ing is not a backup for ex­
tinction,” Ball warns. 
“We’ve got to do better than 
that.”
Captive breeding also 
poses a moral dilemma: 
how much of our limited 
time and money do we put 
into saving a species on the 
very brink of extinction, 
when we could invest om 
resources more wisely in 
another species with a 
higher probability of sur­
vival if we act now? “You 
can mistakenly think that 
you’re doing something 
that is going to save the ^)e- 
cies and therefore not be 
doing something else that is 
far more effective,” Wasser 
said. “Ultimately, you lose 
the battle.”
The Young/Pombo Bill 
is a losing proposition. At a 
time when scientists are be­
ginning to acknowledge 
their inability to understand 
the complexities of natural 
tystems, it is foolish to al­
low ine>q)erienced individu­
als to control environmen­
tal decision making. Zoos 
are being used as an easy 
out for politicians, but it is
H.R. 2275 does not distinguish between freedom and 
captivity. Eagle at Woodland Park Zoo.
an out that is destined for failure. Politics and the economy 
willalwtysbea &ctor in policy making, but as Wasser points 
out: “There are so many other factors to take into consider­
ation. To say that these politicians who have never seen an 
animal in the wild are able to sit back and make informed 
decisions is ludicrous.” The answers to saving endangered 
species lie within the realm of science.
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DisilliisioneA ty HoiULse Resolutioiis
By Mary-Belton Scurry
T
he ESA is not alone in its fight to preserve life. The 
Clean Air Act (CAA), the Clean Water Act (CWA) 
and national forests and parks all play their part in 
saving wildlife from extinction.
Government regulations concerning clean water and air 
are imperative for a future on earth, yet the current Congress 
is gutting these bills bit by bit in exchange for economic gain.
For example, on May 16,1995, the U.S. House of Rep­
resentatives voted for House Resolution 961, dubbed the 
“Dirty Water Act,” which was supported by industry lobby­
ists. In fact, this new bill was sponsored Rep. Bud Shuster
(R-Pa.), who has received more than $100,000 since 1989 
from political action conunittees of mining companies and 
oil and gas developers.
More toxic chemicals exist now than ever before be­
cause of the mass production of goods like automobiles and 
consumer products. Air and water have become so saturated
with hazardous by-products that all forms of life are paying 
the price with impaired ecosystems, an enormous loss of 
wildlife species, cancer, respiratory disease, heart ailments, 
birth defects and a disappearing stratosphere.
The Washington State Public Interest Research Group 
(WashPIRG) found that in 1994 Washington beaches were 
closed 37 times due to pollution. Sure, that may inconve­
nience our choices for leisure activity, but what does that 
mean for marine life?
Not just the ESA protects endangered and threatened 
species. It is a web of environmental laws that are all being 
revised to accommodate a never-ending hunger for money 
and power. Reverence and concern for the continuation of 
life are being sacrificed for the short-term monetary gratifi­
cations of an elite few.
Last January the new Congress started rewriting fed­
eral environment^ laws like CWA, repealing specific envi­
ronmental rules and cutting the budget of envi­
ronmental agencies in the name of “property 
rights,” “regulatory reform” and “unfunded man­
dates.” They are calling it the “Contract With 
America.”
The Environmental Protection Agency is al­
ready feeling the effects. “There were enough votes 
from both the Senate and the House to reduce the 
EPA’s budget,” said Teny Nyman from Air Pollu­
tion Authority Northwest. “So the EPA is plan­
ning on this decrease in federal funding by reduc­
ing its administrative staff greatly.”
Environmental regulation is already so 
underfunded that out of the 1,500 new chemicals 
that enter the maiketplace annually, only about 12 
are checked for toxicity, according to the May/ June 
issue of E, The Environmental Magazine.
Ironically, those who will be most affected 
by decisions of Congress have no vote. The Na­
tional Audubon Society states that wetlands are 
essential breeding grounds for fish, shellfish and 
waterfowl. But imder the May 16 rewrite of CWA, 
more wetlands will be drained and filled by devel­
opers than ever before. This action would endan­
ger more species because of the loss of habitat.
And what about plant life? Within The Plain 
English Guide to the CAA are numerous pictures 
of statues, monuments and buildings that reflect 
extreme damage from air pollution because of their 
^ immobiUty. Plants, like statues, are locked into their 
^ habitat and cannot flee to a less polluted area.
No end to this destruction is in sight when 
we vote people like Sen. Slade Gorton (R-Wash.) 
into Congress. “[Species] come into existence and
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enough or struck the right balance?
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go out of existence literally by the hundreds of thousands,” 
Gorton said. From where does he get his information? Never 
before have thousands of species faced extinction as a result 
of human action.
Edmund S. Muskie, former senator and author of the 
original clean air and water acts, said, “Some members of 
this Congress seem so eager to change Washington that they 
are losing sight of how damaging their changes can be to 
peoples everyday lives.”
Muskie spoke on behalf of the National Resources De­
fense Council (NRDC), warning citizens about H.R 9, a key 
bill that would inq)lement the “Contract with America.” H.BL 
9 puts a price tag on public health and the enviroiunent, lim­
iting the govenunent’s ability to issue new safeguards or 
enforce existing ones. “[Congressional proposals] would halt 
25 years of [environmental] accomplishinent and turn the 
clock back to the days when the special interests made the 
rules and the people absorbed the risks,” Muskie said.
EcoNet, a nonprofit on-line system ^)ecializing in envi­
ronmental laws, noted that H.R. 9 would override the health 
and environmental protection mandates of CAA, CWA, the 
Safe Drinking Water Act and the ESA.
Another bill in the environmental war is H.R. 67, which 
passed both the House and Senate this summer. It would 
permit the sale of public lands, including national parks, wild­
life refuges and forests, to balance the federal budget.
Rep. Don Young (R-Alaska), instigator of the “Species 
Extinction Bill” and chair of the House Resources Corrunit- 
tee, said, “If I have my way. I’m going to dissolve the Forest 
Service... they’re not harvesting any trees, so why have them 
anymore?”
H.R. 67 would also open the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge (ANWR) to oil drilling, with the proceeds going to 
the federal budget. The Amicus Journal^ in its summer 1995 
issue, stated that the House RepubUcan Balanced Budget Task
Force has advocated selling all 260 million acres of land man­
aged by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). Yet, ac­
cording Xo Amicus, leasing ANWR and selling BLM lands 
would pay off less than two percent of the national debt.
A poll taken by The New York Times this sunmier said 
that 70 percent of the American public believes the govern­
ment has not gone far enough yet to protect the environ­
ment. So why are our representatives passing these resolu­
tions? Perhaps it is in part because those who are proposing 
these bills create rhetoric that on the surface seems very re­
warding to American citizens.
I repeatedly came across so many comphcated and tech­
nical laws and bills during my research on these resolutions 
that I became frustrated. People I spoke with about what is 
happening in Congress would consistently pass me on to 
someone else, saying they were not quite sure themselves.
I believe it is the government’s intention to make laws 
and legislative processes complicated for the American pub­
lic. They want us to lose interest in the damage that Con­
gress is creating, right under our noses. Public attention is so 
diverted by press moves like the O. J. Simpson trial that poli­
ticians and corporations retain their wealth and power with 
Uttle hindrance.
The congressional process of debating bills difBcult to 
understand and even easier to ignore is what shapes the laws 
that we have to abide by. Our voices are the orfy hope for 
endangered species. They have no vote of their own.
It seems obvious to me that with the direction Congress 
is currently headed, humans will soon be on the endangered 
species list, too.
WashPIRG, in its fall 1995 publication, listed three fac­
tors that could help stop the deterioration of existing envi­
ronmental laws: taking advantage of the significant congres­
sional minority who support the environment. President 
Clinton’s veto power and public opposition.
Encourage those in Congress who are fighting to keep 
our air, water and forest alive and clean, and oppose those 
who seek financial gain in exchange for life. Read magazines 
like The Utne Reader, In Context, Environmental Protec­
tion and others mentioned in this article to gain a clearer un­
derstanding of what is really going on in Congress. Subscribe 
to local newsletters like Whatcom Watch and in nonprofit 
organizations like the Sierra Club and NRDC, which are dedi­
cated to protecting the earth and its inhabitants. Write let­
ters, attend rallies, vote!
But most importantly, recognize the effects that you have 
on the rest of this planet, from the foods you choose to eat to 
the products you consume and the resources that support 
your daily activities. Chief Seattle said it plainly. “We did not 
weave the web of life, we are merely a part of it. Whatever 
we do to the web, we do to ourselves.”
Pr«$ident Cimtan 
The White House 
Washington, fXC* ZOBOO
TeU202) 456^tlII
The Honorable
U.& House of Representatives
Washington, UC. 20515
TeL l-SOO-972^3524
The Honorable 
U& Senate
Washington, D.C 20510 
TeL t^S00^962-3524
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CONGRESSIONAL CHAIN SAW M \CRS
by Taylor Talmage
O
nJuly28,1995, a group of environmentalists greeted 
President Bill Clinton outside the White House with 
a roaring 21 chain saw salute. The mocking salute 
was in retaliation to a measure Clinton had signed a day ear­
lier. The “salvage” measure will allow logging on federal lands 
that armuls all environmental laws. It will give the National 
Forest Service (NFS) and the Bureau of Land Management 
(supported by the logging industry) complete control to eradi­
cate remaining stands of old-growth forest, devastate fragile 
ecosystems and destroy endangered species and their habi­
tat
The anti-environmental 
measure, dubbed “logging with­
out laws” by environmentalists, 
is a rider (a measure attached to 
a larger bill) on a $16 billion 
spending-reduction bill. Envi­
ronmentalists are outraged be­
cause the rider was tacked on to 
a piece of legislation that in­
cludes providing relief for the 
victims of the Oklahoma City 
bombing; most senators would 
not turn down such an emo­
tional bill.
The “salvage” rider will last 
through the end of 19% and ex- 
empts salvage logging practices 
from all environmental laws. It 
undermines the ESA, National 
Forest Management Act, Na­
tional Environmental Act, Clean 
Water Act, Wild and Scenic 
River Act and all the provisions 
in the Northwest Forest Plan.
Salvage logging is the re­
moval of trees affected by for­
est fires, insect infestation or dis­
eases. These dead or dying trees 
are taken because they become 
fuel for future forest fires.
Yet both insects and fallen wood contribute to biomass 
decomposition and soil fertility. According to many recent 
scientific studies, forest fires and diseased trees are impera­
tive for a forest’s health. Logging burned wood after a fire 
can have detrimental affects on a burned forest’s fragile eco­
system.
“Further distuibances in the form of ‘salvage’ or other 
heavy activity is going to stress the remaining trees, further 
mod^ soil structure, remove wildlife habitats, add to water- 
quality problems and reverse recovery trends,” said Dr. A.D.
Old growth forests, like this one in Mt. Baker- 
Snoqualmie National Forest, will not be safe 
under the **salvage** rider
Partridge while testifying before the Senate Subcommittee 
on Forest and Public Land Management on March 1,1995.
Exempting salvage sales from environmental laws is 
damaging enough, but rider language and other provisions 
allow the NFS the authority to cut healthy trees. “Associ­
ated trees” is included in the rider language, broadening what 
can be cut to include virtually all trees. This language is espe­
cially damaging under Option 9, the region within Clinton’s 
Northwest Forest Plan, which covers national forests in Wash­
ington, Oregon, and Northern California. Under Option 9,
the NFS has the jurisdiction to cut 
all protected areas, including spot­
ted owl habitats.
Although Clinton directed agen­
cies to abide by existing laws, so 
far the worst possible scenario has 
taken place. On Sept. 21, 1995, 
David Hessel, the timber director 
in Washington, D.C., sent a memo 
to all regional foresters. The confi­
dential memo was accidentally 
leaked to the public.
“I encoiu^ge you to take advan­
tage of assistance offered by the 
timber industry,” Hessel stated. 
“Our objectives are mutual with 
those of the timber industry in that 
we both want timber sales that do 
not have excessive requirements.” 
It doesn’t get more blatant then 
that The language used in the rider 
claims to promote forest health, 
but Hessel’s memo proves the rider 
is a governmental cover-iq) used to 
exploit the remainder of our na­
tional forests.
“Ironically, these amendments 
purport to suj^rt sustainable tim­
ber harvest,” said Steve Whitney, 
regional director of the >Mldemess 
Society. “Yet they eliminate the very laws, scientific study 
and planning required to achieve them; they are built on a 
rhetorical foundation unsupported the facts.”
It gets worse. A provision in the rider, under section 
2001(k), directs the Forest Service to release all timber sales 
that were held up over the last five years. These sales were 
withdrawn due to concerns for species and their habitat.
“What we are seeing in this provision is a total backlash 
against all good planning,” said Dave Wumtz, an ecologist 
with the Northwest Ecosystem Alliance. “These are sales that 
were removed only because they were seen to be environ-
H
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mental disasters.’’
This provision will effect endangered species the most. 
Under normal environmental guidelines, a 400-foot “no cut” 
buffer zone surrounds rivers and streams. In the Olympic 
National Forest, a current sale will cut right through a river, 
depositing tons of silt into the habitat of endangered salmon 
stocks. And this is not the only sale that will affect the salmoa
The maibled murrelet, an endangered coastal bird, also 
inhabits areas of old growth in the Olympic National Forest. 
Its existence could be seriously jeopardized due to language 
in section 2001(K). The controversy concerns the “known 
to be nesting” term used to describe protection guidelines. 
Congressional frontmen say that scientists must find murrelet 
nests or eggs before murrelet areas can be protected.
Due to the murrelet’s elusive nesting patterns, scientists 
have been able to find only 75 nests since they discovered 
the bird in 1974. Scientists have developed a survey protocol 
based on observations of murrelet flights in and out of stands; 
it has been deemed a scientifically credible way to determine 
if these stands are occupied.
The bill supporters used ambiguous language to slime 
their way around the law.
The timber industiy recently took the Clinton adminis­
tration to court, claiming the language implies that the NFS 
must find murrelet nests to protect murrelet habitat. If the 
industiy has its way, 14 more cuts will <^n up on the Olym­
pic Peninsula, which contains murrelet populations.
The infamous northern qx>tted owl is also in trouble. Its 
habitat is being threatened under all areas of the rider. The 
qx>tted owl is an indicator species, meaning it gauges whether 
an ecosystem is healthy. As it disappears, so does the wealth 
ofmany other species. “Ifyou want to see salvage sales with 
species on them, that would be almost aiywhere in the North­
west,” said Bob Freinark of the Wilderness Society.
Normally, citizens can go to the regional district forester 
to file a complaint about a proposed cut. If they don’t feel 
the forester is meeting their needs, they can file a lawsuit 
and take the NFS to coiut. This gives the public a way to 
monitor the actions of the Forest Service. Many sales have 
been stopped in the past due to public intervention, but un­
der the new rider there will be no administrative or judicial 
review available to the public, allowing the NFS to act above 
the law.
“There is no recourse permissible if there are disagree­
ments between the Forest Service and the public,” Wumtz 
said. We are left without a say in what happens to our public 
lands.
In the past, the NFS has had to file environmental im­
pact statements to ensure the sound decision of a cut. Now 
the agency just needs to prepare a brief assessment to meet 
legal requirements. It will be important to pressure the indi­
vidual national forest ofiices who deal with proposed cuts 
to ensure they comply with environmental laws.
However, the National Forest Service is at the mercy of 
a Congress who wants them to literally sell out to the timber 
industiy. I am disgusted by Congress’ short-term view of 
forest ecosystems. Respect has given way to greed at the 
expense ofbiodiversity. Although wood is a resource in high 
demand, species do not need to become extinct to meet the 
nation’s need for pulp and lumber. Congress is doing every­
thing in its power to wipe out environmental laws which have 
previously restrained economic forces from destroying what 
is left of our national forests.
After all, we do not own these forests; ownership is just 
a term we have created to justify our dominance over na­
ture. What we can own, though, is our responsibility to the 
earth; to protect and respect all living things and to honor 
what we have been given.
The Sugarloaf Protest
More than 300 people gathered in the Siskiyou National Forest in 
southern Oregon to protest against the 
Sugarloaf Timber Sale on Oct. 30, 1995.
The Sugarloaf timber sale was one 
of the first sales to take place under the 
new “salvage” rider.
The area being logged is a 669-acre 
parcel containing four different species 
of old-growth trees.
These trees are part of a thriving 
ecosystem that has existed for hundreds 
of years and are in no way “salvage” ma­
terial. But under the new rider, the Na­
tional Forest Service (NFS) has sold the 
area to the highest bidder: Boise Cas­
cade Corporation.
This sale is proof that Congress has 
been deliberately deceptive and has 
wasted no time implementing its destruc­
tive plan.
The protest took place outside of a
35-mile closure area surrounding the cut: 
a clear indication the NFS doesn’t want the 
public to see what is happening. Ninety 
people were arrested for crossing the clo­
sure gate, including former congressional 
speaker Jim Jontz and Brock Evans, the 
senor vice president of the National 
Audubon Society.
All who were arrested were either 
chained together or chained to trees, some 
for up to nine hours. The Forest Service 
and the Josephine County Sheriff’s Depart­
ment used excessive force in the arrests — 
including macing an elderly woman.
Jeanette Russell, a Fairhaven student 
studying environmental advocacy, drove 
11 hours with eight others to get to the pro­
test. Russell was one of the 90 people to 
get arrested and one of 19 people who 
spent a night in jail.
“When it comes to old-growth forests, 
I will do everything in my power to help,”
she said. Everyone arrested faced up to 
a $500 fine and 30 days in jail for suspi­
cion of criminal trespassing (on public 
land). All charges for everyone involved 
were reduced to $50 and no jail time.
Although the protesters didn’t stop 
the logging, the protest was a success. 
The media coverage was extensive, in­
cluding a three-minute excerpt on CNN.
More importantly, the protesters un­
selfishly took a stand to protect those 
species that don’t have a voice. They 
came together to show their conviction 
of saving all that is left sacred in an in­
creasingly superficial world.
Jeannette shared with me a vision 
she thinks about frequently:
“I have this image of walking up to 
an owl or a bear when it’s all over, and 
they ask me, ‘Did you do all you could 
do?”’
It’s worth thinking about.
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Ecological Survival, (jjfj2en Democracy
by Sean Cosgrove
The Human Tactor
and Me
I
 love democracy. I believe in democracy. Even in 
these days of government demonization, I believe 
we have the best form of government on this embattled 
planet.
Democracy allows us, Americans, the (^portunity to con­
trol the direction and quality of our lives. We are given the 
responsibility for the health and happiness of fiiture genera­
tions and the planet they inherit. The only thing required of 
us is that we use our voice.
In the last 125 years the American conservation move­
ment has won maity great victories. The world’s first national 
park, wildlife protection laws, pollution control laws and the 
mighty Wilderness Act are just a 
few examples.
These victories did not just 
happen. They were scored by con­
cerned women and men who cared 
for the beauty and sanctity of the 
world around them. And they were 
all accomplished by the use of the 
democratic system. When indi­
vidual Americans act together we 
can accomplish great things - even 
curtail extinction.
One morning last spring my 
involvement in the experiment of 
democracy found me at \hncouver,
Washington’s Red Lion Irm. The 
debacle known as the House of 
Representatives Resource Com­
mittee Endangered Species Task 
Force Field Hearing was in full 
swing. Actual members of Con­
gress were out to hear the word of 
the people.
I and 600 other concerned Americans showed up to give 
it to them.
More than 300 dissatisfied spectators filled the hotel’s 
conference room; envirorunentalists on the left, anti-environ­
mentalists on the right. Two hundred more stood in lines that 
stretched across the lobby and into the parking lot; environ­
mentalists in one, anti-envirorunentalists in the other. More 
folks, some with signs and costumes, milled around the park­
ing lot Large groups competed with chants and songs, small 
groups met and debated.
The hearing evolved into a veritable carnival of citizen 
democracy.
This was what I expected to find. Citizens of diverse 
backgrounds and opposing views were vying for the center 
stage. Each wanted to be the loudest voice. Each wanted their 
ideas put into law. It was exciting. It was fun. It was citizen 
involvement at its finest.
The problem was the elected officials. Six conservative 
freshmen Republicans led by Rep. Richard Pombo, a con­
gressional sophomore and cattle rancher who was elected 
on a property-rights platform, constituted the congressional 
panel.
The other panel - the chosen experts and witnesses who 
presented testimony and answered questions - weighed out 
a four-to-one margin against endangered species protection. 
Because of the Republican imbalancing act, the Democratic 
representatives boycotted the event.
Instead of he^ng the public voice, the Congress tried 
to create it. When our elected officials try to skew the de­
bate, as they did in \hncouver, it is our responsibility to cor­
rect them. Accordingly, we had a plan.
Bill Hinely is a retired psychology professor. His calm, 
plain appearance belies his passionate commitment to envi­
ronmental change. Since environmentalists had been effec­
tively denied a voice at the Vancouver hearing. Bill helped to 
restore it.
During the questioning of a witness. Bill stood from his 
seat and addressed his congressman. Rep. Jack Metcalf. 
Denouncing the hearing and the lopsided panel. Bill and more 
than SO others tied black cloth gags aioimd their mouths and 
walked out en masse.
The display was c^)turedl^ photographers and TV cam­
era crews from local and national news agencies, showing 
the worid that Congress had''gagged” environmentalists fi*om 
participating in the hearing.
"The elected officials denied us a representative voice. 
After the walkout, I talked with the media for over an hour. It
The battle for public sympathy takes theater form, Mitch Friedman, left, an 
environmentalist, competes with anti-ESA activists in prisoner garb.
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was an efiFective strategy to 
make our voice heard,” Bill 
e?q)lained.
When I asked Bill what 
made him get involved in ac- 
tivism, the answer was not 
startling.
^th a shght chuckle he said, 
“What are the alternatives?” 
Apparently not ^thy or ex­
tinction.
Citizen activists and 
strategies come in varied 
forms. I’ve volunteered and 
worked for a number of en­
vironmental organizations. 
I’ve organized environmen­
tal campaigns, canvassed 
door-to-door, made presen­
tations to schools and 
groups, lobbied congres­
sional aides, mailed 1,000
One of these opinions is not like the other. Bill Burges, left, talks ESA with WESA 
member Eric Soderlund, right.
letters and made 1,000 phone calls to our elected representa­
tives.
Most of the time it is not easy, it is not always fun and 
the pay, if any, is lousy. However, I believe personal involve­
ment and commitment is needed if our environment is to be 
protected and human-caused species extinction is to be 
stopped.
The democratic process and the fate of our environment 
relies on the involvement of individuals.
I am a proud member of the Western Endangered Spe­
cies Alliance (WESA), a student group at Western Washing­
ton University. WESA is the truest example of American citi­
zens working with the political system to achieve progres­
sive change.
WESA members gather once a week to organize activi­
ties, share information on science, politics and economics 
and write lots of letters to our representatives.
“I don’t believe democracy is a spectator sport; it never 
has been. It’s up to eveiybody to have a role, to voice their 
opinion, in our society,” said Jeanette Russell, a member of 
WESA.
“There are people out there who want different things 
than I do. They don’t want wilderness, they don’t want an­
cient forests. So, if the wild and endangered species are go­
ing to continue to exist we need to get off our butts and say 
‘No, we need the wild. We need this,”’ she continued.
Eric Soderlund, another WESA member, believes law­
makers need help understanding the tough environmental 
issues.
“I get involved because I feel people making the laws 
don’t know eveiything that’s going on. They need to hear all 
opinions to make a sound decision,” he said.
Together, WESA members have collected petitions and 
letters, spdee at hearings, performed street theater, registered 
voters, organized rallies, met with congressional aides, sang
songs and submitted testimony.
WESA has spread the word that protecting endangered 
species and our natural world is vital to our own health and 
quality of life. In doing so, WESA has proven democracy 
works.
After a recent rally that drew more than 130 people on a 
rainy weekday, WESA members met with congressional 
aides. WESA’s effectiveness was evident.
“We sure have taken a beating on this issue,” said Chris­
topher Strow, an aide to Rep. Jack Metcalf, “But the mes­
sage has been positive and clear.” Rep. Metcalf now knows 
that many of his constituents are expecting change, either in 
policy towards endangered species or in elected representa­
tion.
We need change. Change in laws, ethics and the idea of 
citizenship.
I believe the idea of community and citizenship does 
not end at the boimdaries of a neighborhood, a county, state 
or country.
We live in a place known as North America within the 
well-established community of soil, snakes, streams, salmon, 
forests, fungi, birds, bears and butterflies. When we recog­
nize ourselves as citizens of the natural community we will 
be good Americans.
I want to believe all women and men across the country 
will demand environmental accountability of om* elected lead­
ers, appointed officials and heads of industry.
I want to believe Americans will refuse to squander the 
natural heritage of future generations.
I want to believe my fellow Americans will care for owls, 
periwinkles, gnatcatchers and clear, free flowing rivers as 
much as they care for faster cars, larger RVs and 103 chan­
nels of television. I can’t believe this - the status quo will not 
let this hai^n.
Until I can, my voice will be heard.
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WHO'S AFRAID OF THE BIQ, BAD... ESA?
by Samya Ciumpner
B
ehind every political battle lie hundreds of personal 
stories. The battle surrounding the ESA is no excep­
tion. Considering the opinions of those affected af­
ter the banners and slogans are put away is vital to protect­
ing those affected by the ESA.
Beyond the politics of the ESA, I found a problem of 
great complexity that demands the coming together of us all 
—logger and environmentalist alike. A great number of people 
inhabit this earth of limited resources, and we must find a 
way to set aside enough to provide for oimselves over the 
long haul.
Some believe the answer lies in private property rights;
others believe it lies in environmental regulations such as the 
ESA. I believe our survival lies in finding commonalities in 
both viewpoints and identifying needs we all share with our 
environment. We have not yet learned that what sustains 
endangered species, such as the eagle and the spotted owl, 
also sustains us.
Opinions regarding the ESA are as varied as they are 
numerous. Both former Belhngham Mayor Tim Douglas and 
City Council President Gene Knutson feel the ESA is ad­
equate as it stands.
When asked if he felt negatively impacted by the act, 
Knutson replied, “No, as long as it does not go too far and 
start eliminating salmon for [human] use.”
As a worker at a cold storage facility, any 
impact environmental laws have on commer­
cial fishing could jeopardize Knutson’s job.
Douglas said there is insufficient evidence 
to blame the ESA for alleged negative impacts.
Despite these two prominent men who 
find the act acceptable, plenty of people who 
find fault with the ESA. Sharon Pietila, an ac­
tive member in the local Women and Timber 
group, said she believes the act is lopsided.
“I think that the ESA was probably needed 
in the ’70s when it started, but we have recov­
ered the eagle and the buffalo,” said Pietila. 
“We’ve recovered a lot.”
Coalition for Land Use Education (CLUE) 
members Skip Richards and Kathy Sutter are 
strongly opposed to the act. CLUE is a Wash­
ington, D. C. based property rights and political 
action group that was involved in the dd>ate over 
Referendum 48.
Richards did not personally comment on 
the ESA, but the message on his answering 
machine prior to the November elections spoke 
for him, urging people to vote in favor of ex­
panded property rights.
Businesses involved in timber cutting and 
sales frequently take a firm stand against envi­
ronment^ laws and regulations. These laws of­
ten lead to a reduction in the amount of short- 
term logging they can do, lowering the 
company’s immediate profits.
This position was diplomatically stated by 
Orman Darby, one of Gwrgia Pacific’s (GP) 
personal relations representatives.
“GP has a strong sense of concern that 
there needs to be balance between what require­
ments it takes to protect species,” Daiby said.Taking simple sides in a complex issue
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“and the requirements of people for things like toilet paper 
and building products.”
What would GP do if left to its own devices with no 
regulations to protect species? The company clearly has a 
higher agenda than protecting species, as indicated in this 
excerpt from their Environmental Issues and Answers bro­
chure:
“The most controversial issue is that of declaring ‘criti­
cal habitat’ on federal lands. Designation of critical habitats 
can significantly threaten management and harvesting of 
many acres in national forests and severely impacting (sic) 
the nation’s timber supplies.”
Private landowners are not required to comply with as 
many regulations as big busi­
nesses like GP.
Some landowners, how­
ever, fear they will be the next 
victim of a lawsuit for remov­
ing one tree too many.
“Landowners go out of 
their way to make sure there 
is no habitat to attract endan­
gered species,” said Ike Sugg 
of the Competitive Enterprise Institute (a self-proclaimed lib­
eral free market research and advocacy group). “Landown­
ers don’t want old trees on their land,” he added.
Habitat protection is likely the most controversial aspect 
of the ESA. Alan and Bonny Riggs, private landowners in 
Eglon, Wash., came to be known as the poster children of 
the prq>e]ly rights movement due to controversial eagle habi­
tat destroyed on their property. The Riggs’ failed to provide 
sufficient buffer and screening between their new home site 
and the home of the nesting eagles. The loss of eagle habitat 
on the Riggs’ land led to neighborhood squabbles and cur­
rently ensuing court battles.
Frank and Angie Cain of Whatcom County have also 
struggled with the ESA provisions for habitat protection. 
Frank Cain is not a stereotypical logger with a double-pierced 
ear and a scrufty hairdo.
When ask^ whether he thought the ESA is based on 
science, Cain replied, “I think it’s based more on human 
greed. They want their part, we want our part and we can’t 
come to the middle. Environmentalists want it all saved. 
They’d love it if we never cut another tree down.”
Cain feels loggers have unfairly borne the brunt of envi- 
roiunentalist wrath when it comes to species protection. For­
ests provide the habitat for many creatures, including the well- 
known spotted owl, and habitat protection is critical to en­
dangered species’ survival.
Habitat, however, is not a clearly understood concept, 
as illustrated by Cain’s comment: ‘They can stuff six or seven 
hundred kids in a dorm... and they give two [spotted] owls 
four thousand acres.”
However, Cain’s figures do not take into account the 
resources used for building the dorm, nor the land needed to 
grow the food and treat the waste of those six or seven hun­
dred kids.
Cain feels the ESA is a primary reason for the hmitation 
of logging in our national forests. As a third-generation log­
ger, he has seen first hand the financial implications of fewer 
acres for logging.
Last year he logged an acre and a half of second-growth 
Douglas fir on his own property in order to get the money 
from the timber.
This second growth was a pride of the town of Acme, 
and many in the area were upset by the cutting.
“It’s worth $175,000, for an acre and a half,” Cain ex­
plained. “I said ‘you give me the money, we’ll quit felling 
the trees. ’ I haven’t seen a raise in five years, and the cost of 
living has definitely gone up.”
Though Cain said he 
feels negatively affected by 
the ESA, he also realizes it 
is important to leave some 
old growth for future gen­
erations.
“I want to be able to 
take my son into the old- 
growth forest and show him 
what it is,” Cain said. “I 
don’t want to totally clear-cut eveiything. Ijustthink it’s greed 
on both parts.” The problem as he sees it is that “there’re too 
many people,” who all need places to live and recreate.
Although it is easy to point a finger at one man cutting 
down an old-growth tree, economics, foreign trade policies 
and sophisticated technology have all played their parts in 
the destruction of our forests.
Here we are faced with the “tragedy of the commons,” 
an ancient dilenuna between immediate individual need and 
long-term planning for the benefit of all. We all want to have 
space for fishing, hunting or hiking, whether on public or 
private lands.
We also want to extract just a little more fish or timber, 
build just one more house, buy another car and refuse to 
inconvenience ourselves by finding a more creative and en­
vironmentally friendly way to make our money.
Opposing the ESA is just one way of putting off the 
inevitable. We can only pretend for so long that we have 
plenty of soil, trees, food and water, before we will be faced 
with the monstrous and perhaps impossible task of recreat­
ing nature out of the wasteland we have made of her.
r
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“Landowners go out of their way 
to make sure there is no habitat to 
attract endangered species.”
Ike Sugg,
Competitive Enterprise Institute
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The Power of One:
Northwest Ecosystem Alliance’s Brian Vincent
by Traci Edge
W
hen I walked into his cubbyhole oflBce in suite 
316 of Bellingham’s Herald Building I could tell 
Brian Vincent was abusy guy. Papers and letters, 
informational flyers and mailings cluttered his desk and hung 
from the walls. On the floor were three stacks of Northwest 
Ecosystem Alliance (NWEA) “action alerts,” which inform 
readers of what is happening with local environmental news.
A picture of Slade Gorton sits on top of his computer. “I 
should move this where it can be seen,” Brian said, picking 
up Gorton’s picture and retaping it to the shelf behind him. 
“He’s my idol,” he added, laughing mischievously.
Brian is not abig man, but his environmental ethics and 
activism are tremendous. As I 
looked around the room, a livid 
orange piece of paper reading “The 
ESA protects us” caught my eye 
from its place on the wall. Below it 
was a drawing of a salmon. On it 
were printed the words, “help Finn 
get to spawning grounds!” I had 
heard from other environmentalists 
that Brian was the one to talk to 
about the ESA, and the look of his 
ofBce confirmed that advice.
He spends about 12 hours 
each day at NWEA, and as a re­
sult, Brian’s work reaches further 
than one might think. “I talk to 
about 350 people a day on elec­
tronic mail,” Brian said “It’s en­
couraging that so many people 
have been referred to me (for information), but it’s a lot of 
work re^nding.”
Brian stressed the importance of activism and political 
awareness within the general public, which “fell asleep at 
the wheel last election.” He is worried about the weakness of 
the environmental movement compared to the opposing 
groups.
“The Christian Coalition and the radical rights move­
ment have muscle,” Brian said. “I think their power is a wake- 
up call for environmentalists. Environmentalists have cast 
their nets much wider and brought in the support of fisher­
men, students, physicians — people that we would not nor­
mally think of putting a ‘green’ label on.”
Brian said that radical change must haj^nfor us to save 
our environment and endangered species. That change, he 
added, must begin with the ESA and the activists who sup­
port and believe in it.
“The Northwest has such sophisticated, passionate ac­
tivists — they are more involved at a deeper level,” Brian
said. “NWEA recognizes the fact that the Northwest is a hot 
region for the ESA. If the ESA is gutted, the quality of the 
environment in the Northwest will be gutted. Protecting en­
dangered species in the Northwest is protecting its econon^^.
“Students make a tremendous difference in the com­
munity. I have never seen such energetic young people. West­
ern students are so politically involved — what a powerful 
asset. They are a gem in the academic system.”
Brian loves Whatcom County and said he won’t leave 
if funding for NWEA continues. However, he said he has 
received more threats from the opposition in the Northwest 
than he did when he worked in Washington, D.C. “I’m not
used to being yelled at or ac­
costed,” Brian said, “but I don’t 
want tension between commu­
nities — sitting down to talk is 
better than yelling and scream­
ing. I’m not willing to sacrifice 
anything that I believe in.”
Brian moved to 
Bellingham from Washington, 
D.C. nine months ago to work 
for NWEA. He started out as a 
writer for the Greenpeace paper. 
The Examiner. After a year at 
H Greenpeace, he moved on to a 
I* year’s internship with the Na- 
g tional Audubon Society.
At the National Au­
dubon Society, Brian worked on 
Alaska issues: the Arctic Na­
tional Wildlife Refuge, oil ^ill liability and legislation in re­
sponse to the Exxon Valdez incident, ancient forest protec­
tion, and endangered species. Upon completing his intern­
ship, Brian decided to stay active, and worked as a lobbyist 
for environmental issues for another eight years.
He described a typical work day as, “Chaotic — My 
oflBce always looks like this — it’s always a wreck. I get 
through the day by chewing on pens—I must have a ton of 
plastic in n^ stomach!” He showed me a pen that was shred­
ded from the top to the middle.
Although Brian has made a significant difference as an 
environmentalist, he was not always interested in the trade. 
In 1984, he graduated from West Virginia University with a 
degree in Classical Music Performance. “My interest in en­
vironmental issues started while going to West \Biginia Uni­
versity,” Brian said. “West Virginia is abeautifiil state. As a 
backpacker and a climber, I wanted to spend more time out­
side. I was very upset with what I saw happening to the en­
vironment, and very concerned about animal rights. Becom-
Brian Vincent
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ing more involved with environmental issues just seemed 
like a natural thing/’
Brian grew up in La Plata, Maryland, with his brother, 
who now works in the Defense Department, and his parents, 
who work with the CIA. “It’s kind of an interesting things’* 
he said, smiUng.
When he is not working to save the environment or en­
dangered species, Brian enjoys rock climbing, backpacking, 
and music. He plays the French horn and classical guitar. He 
calls politics one of his hobbies and credits his love for poli­
tics as one of the reasons he spends so much time working.
When I asked him if he had any pets, he smiled and 
said, ‘Two kitties... Daphnis, named after a character in the 
Ravel ballet, and Rimsky — he’s the little one, named after 
Korsakov, a Russian composer. Both are neurotic, I think.” 
He said he found Daphnis on the streets of D.C. and Rimsky 
on the streets of Portland.
Brian said he finds it difficult buy cat food because it
comes from slaughterhouses. “We, as a dominant species, 
take a toll on the environment and endangered species (in 
this way),” he said, pausing for a minute to stretch. “I con­
sider myself an environmentalist as well as an animal rights 
activist Generally, environmentalists are concerned with eco­
systems and communities, not animals specifically. Animal 
rights activists tend to be concerned more with animals, not 
necessarily the ecosystem.”
Although the ESA is “6irly all-consuming,” Brian is also 
working on grazing reform to remove subsidies for ranch­
ers, and legislation on ancient forests. He hopes to be able to 
work more on animal rights issues.
Leaving Brian’s office, I felt like I knew more about en­
vironmental issues. More importantly, I had met someone I 
felt comfortable relying on as a leading environmentalist in 
Bellingham. It’s no wonder Bellingham residents get so in­
volved with NWE A and Brian to spark the fire and enlighten 
them with knowledge on environmental issues.
Saving Endangered Species is Elementaiy
Because today’s children are the future caretakers of the world and the environment within, they must know 
about the issues of tomorrow. Educating young children 
about endangered species will help them to nndftrstanrf the 
earth tbQ'will inherit.
The students at St. Mary Magdalen Elementary School 
in Everett begin learning about endangered species in the 
fourthgrade. When I visited with some third, fourth and fifth 
graders there, I asked them their views on this complex is­
sue. They answered readily and openly, and sometimes with 
surprising perceptiveness.
Do you know what an endangered ^tecies is?
“An animal that is killed by man.” — Nicole RakVar 
age 9,3-B.
Something that is going to be extinct if we don’t help it.” 
—Brittai^ Bekins, age 10,5-B.
An animal that is endangered by poachers.” — Sean Clary, 
age 9,4-B.
An animal that has very few of its kind.” — John Leary, 
age 10,4-B.
Can you give an exang^le of an endangered sp&ies? 
Most students gave examples of endangered species, includ 
ing: Pandas, Grizzly Bears, Gray Wolves, Siberian Ti 
gers, Orca Whales, Manatees and Sea Turtles.
Do you know where the endangered ^tedesyoujust nanted 
lives?
“Manatees live in the water.” — Patrick Byrnes, age 8,3-A. 
“Some tigers live in Africa.”—Jess Leonard, age 9,4-A. 
The tiger lives in Asia It usually lives in jungles, but really 
all over.” — Heather Thomas, age 11,5-A.
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Why are endangered species important?
“Because when kids grow up, they will never know what 
that animal looks like. And some animals help the earth 
live.” — Ashley Werner, age 8,3-A.
They are important because they are God’s creatures.’
— Kelsey Bride, age 10,5-B.
They may have a cure for cancer or any other disease.’
— Tony Gillan, age 10,4-B. /
(If we let endangered species go) ^e would have nothing to 
eat. We should only kill as much as we n^. Not to kill 
for fun.” — Jordan Stupey, age 9,4-A. [
“So when we have children, they will know \Vhat endai^df^ 
iq)ecies are instead of an anim^ of the p^.” — Kristian^ 
Skolmen, age 8,3-B.
“They are in our food chain.”—jkichael ^tton, age 8,3-A. 
“If there were pamore tigers, thdn there would be ovenprau 
lated deer,S;oabnte, and lotsof other anim^.vAtso^^^ 
would be n^pr^l^e^ see.” HeMer Thoma^
^5‘hcrTV
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Book Review
‘Gl OS tB ears : Expl orinq a Mew, Holistic Apppoacli to Conservation Laws
by Colleen Williams
Ghost Bears: Exploring the Biodiversity Crisis
by R. Edward Grumbine 
Island Press, 1992, 246pages
The bicxliversity crisis should urge us to pay attention to 
our place in the world and to foster a discovery of “gestures 
that honor the world,” writes R. Edward Grumbine in Ghost 
Bears: Exploring the Biodiversity Crisis.
Unfortunately, he s^s, human laws are 
out of sync with natural laws.
Laws such as the 
Endangered 
Species Act 
are not 
strong 
enough be­
cause they pro­
tect only indi­
vidual species,
Grumbine argues, 
but the species’ 
habitat must be pro­
tected as well.
“We must learn a holistic approach,”
Grumbine writes. “Species are not separate from 
their habitat; human laws must match the laws of na 
hire.”
Grumbine says the grizzly bear is one species whose 
survival depends on just such a new approach.
Grumbine focuses on the loss of the North Cascades 
grizzly bears to illustrate the crisis. He discusses why the 
species is in trouble with thoroughness and clarity.
Grumbine e?q)lains that the grizaJies’ 6 miUion-acre habi­
tat can support a population of 246-377 bears. To demon­
strate the inadequacy of the habitat’s size, Grumbine cites a 
scientific theory that states a population of 1,670-2,000 bears 
is needed for them to survive without human intervention.
He also mentions current forest management plans that 
could hinder population recovery.
Grumbine seems so concerned with bad enviroiunental 
legislation and management that he forgets about his hopes 
of discovering “gestures that honor the world.” While I found 
Ghost Bears very informative, I wonder why he neglected 
his intentions. Much of the book consists of criticizing fed­
eral policy.
In the chapter “Laws on the Land,” Grumbine contends 
that “the (ESA) is riddled with loopholes large enough to 
allow the world’s biggest onmivore and most wide-ranging 
predator, as well as thousands of other species, to teeter on 
the brink of forever.”
He clearly presents the “glaring defects” he finds in 
the act.
Grumbine discusses legal, ecological and management 
aspects of the biodiversity crisis in seven chapters. He gives 
historical accounts, present situations and sometimes a look 
into the future, all of which I found interesting.
One thing I found distracting is that Grumbine some­
times strays from the Greater North Cascades region to 
discuss Yellowstone National Park or the Forest Service 
in Wisconsin. Ghost Bears has too heavy an emphasis 
on the North Cascades to be about the national 
biodiversity crisis, and Grumbine digresses too much 
for the book to be about just this region.
Otherwise, it was a good read.
Grumbine avoids 
sounding too 
academic by 
including 
first-person 
narratives and 
anecdotes, such 
as taking students 
into the wilderness. 
He directs the un­
dergraduate wilder­
ness field studies pro­
gram at the Sierra Insti­
tute at the University of California at Santa Cruz.
To help non-scientists, Grumbine doesn’t rely on jar­
gon too much, and there is a glossary in the back for those 
unfamiliar with environmental terms. His background infor­
mation should bring people up to speed on current conser­
vation issues (or semi-current—this book was published in 
1992). I found his history of U.S. land management, begin­
ning with the rift between John Muir and Gifford Pinchot, 
especially helpful.
Grumbine doesn’t offer a specific plan for preserving 
wildlife. However, he does list goals, such as protecting habi­
tat and planning over a period of centuries, that he hopes 
will solve the biodiversity crisis.
Ghost Bears is a persuading argument for serious re- 
forms in environmental policy. Members of Congress should 
read and reflect on it.
Grizzly Bears photos taken at Woodland Park Zoo 
Photos by Jonathan Duncan
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